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SUPERSPACE 


One thousand and one lessons in 
supersymmetry 


Superspace is the greatest invention since the wheel [1) . 


Preface 


Said UV to ®, =, and Y: “Let’s write a review paper.” Said ® and =: “Great 
idea!” Said YT: “Naaa.” 


But a few days later YT had produced a table of contents with 1001 items. 


&, ®, UV, and TY wrote. Then didn’t write. Then wrote again. The review grew; 
and grew; and grew. It became an outline for a book; it became a first draft; it became 
a second draft. It became a burden. It became agony. Tempers were lost; and hairs; 
and a few pounds (alas, quickly regained). They argued about “;” vs. 


99 


, about 
“which” vs. “that”, “~” vs. “°”, “y” vs. “[T”, “+” vs. “-”. Made bad puns, drew pic- 
tures on the blackboard, were rude to their colleagues, neglected their duties. Bemoaned 
the paucity of letters in the Greek and Roman alphabets, of hours in the day, days in 
the week, weeks in the month. =, 6, UV and Y wrote and wrote. 


* kK OX 


This must stop; we want to get back to research, to our families, friends and stu- 
dents. We want to look at the sky again, go for walks, sleep at night. Write a second 
volume? Never! Well, in a couple of years? 


We beg our readers’ indulgence. We have tried to present a subject that we like, 
that we think is important. We have tried to present our insights, our tools and our 
knowledge. Along the way, some errors and misconceptions have without doubt slipped 
in. There must be wrong statements, misprints, mistakes, awkward phrases, islands of 
incomprehensibility (but they started out as continents!). We could, probably we 
should, improve and improve. But we can no longer wait. Like climbers within sight of 
the summit we are rushing, casting aside caution, reaching towards the moment when we 
can shout “it’s behind us”. 


This is not a polished work. Without doubt some topics are treated better else- 
where. Without doubt we have left out topics that should have been included. Without 
doubt we have treated the subject from a personal point of view, emphasizing aspects 
that we are familiar with, and neglecting some that would have required studying others’ 
work. Nevertheless, we hope this book will be useful, both to those new to the subject 
and to those who helped develop it. We have presented many topics that are not avail- 
able elsewhere, and many topics of interest also outside supersymmetry. We have 


[1]. A. Oop, A supersymmetric version of the leg, Gondwanaland predraw (January 10,000,000 
B.C.), to be discovered. 


included topics whose treatment is incomplete, and presented conclusions that are really 
only conjectures. In some cases, this reflects the state of the subject. Filling in the 
holes and proving the conjectures may be good research projects. 


Supersymmetry is the creation of many talented physicists. We would like to 
thank all our friends in the field, we have many, for their contributions to the subject, 
and beg their pardon for not presenting a list of references to their papers. 


Most of the work on this book was done while the four of us were at the California 
Institute of Technology, during the 1982-83 academic year. We would like to thank the 
Institute and the Physics Department for their hospitality and the use of their computer 
facilities, the NSF, DOE, the Fleischmann Foundation and the Fairchild Visiting Schol- 
ars Program for their support. Some of the work was done while M.T.G. and M.R. were 
visiting the Institute for Theoretical Physics at Santa Barbara. Finally, we would like to 
thank Richard Grisaru for the many hours he devoted to typing the equations in this 
book, Hyun Jean Kim for drawing the diagrams, and Anders Karlhede for carefully read- 
ing large parts of the manuscript and for his useful suggestions; and all the others who 
helped us. 


S.J.G., M.T.G., M.R., W.D.S. 
Pasadena, January 1983 


August 2001: Free version released on web; corrections and bookmarks added. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 


There is a fifth dimension beyond that which is known to man. It is a 
dimension as vast as space and as timeless as infinity. It is the middle 
ground between light and shadow, between science and superstition; and it lies 
between the pit of man’s fears and the summit of his knowledge. This is the 


dimension of imagination. It is an area which we call, “the Twilight Zone.” 


Rod Serling 


1001: A superspace odyssey 


Symmetry principles, both global and local, are a fundamental feature of modern 
particle physics. At the classical and phenomenological level, global symmetries account 
for many of the (approximate) regularities we observe in nature, while local (gauge) 
symmetries “explain” and unify the interactions of the basic constituents of matter. At 
the quantum level symmetries (via Ward identities) facilitate the study of the ultraviolet 
behavior of field theory models and their renormalization. In particular, the construc- 
tion of models with local (internal) Yang-Mills symmetry that are asymptotically free 
has increased enormously our understanding of the quantum behavior of matter at short 
distances. If this understanding could be extended to the quantum behavior of gravita- 
tional interactions (quantum gravity) we would be close to a satisfactory description of 
micronature in terms of basic fermionic constituents forming multiplets of some unifica- 
tion group, and bosonic gauge particles responsible for their interactions. Even more 
satisfactory would be the existence in nature of a symmetry which unifies the bosons 


and the fermions, the constituents and the forces, into a single entity. 


Supersymmetry is the supreme symmetry: It unifies spacetime symmetries with 
internal symmetries, fermions with bosons, and (local supersymmetry) gravity with mat- 
ter. Under quite general assumptions it is the largest possible symmetry of the S- 
matrix. At the quantum level, renormalizable globally supersymmetric models exhibit 
improved ultraviolet behavior: Because of cancellations between fermionic and bosonic 
contributions quadratic divergences are absent; some supersymmetric models, in particu- 
lar maximally extended super-Yang-Mills theory, are the only known examples of four- 


dimensional field theories that are finite to all orders of perturbation theory. Locally 
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supersymmetric gravity (supergravity) may be the only way in which nature can recon- 
cile Einstein gravity and quantum theory. Although we do not know at present if it is a 
finite theory, quantum supergravity does exhibit less divergent short distance behavior 
than ordinary quantum gravity. Outside the realm of standard quantum field theory, it 
is believed that the only reasonable string theories (i.e., those with fermions and without 
quantum inconsistencies) are supersymmetric; these include models that may be finite 


(the maximally supersymmetric theories). 


At the present time there is no direct experimental evidence that supersymmetry is 
a fundamental symmetry of nature, but the current level of activity in the field indicates 
that many physicists share our belief that such evidence will eventually emerge. On the 
theoretical side, the symmetry makes it possible to build models with (super)natural 
hierarchies. On esthetic grounds, the idea of a superunified theory is very appealing. 
Even if supersymmetry and supergravity are not the ultimate theory, their study has 
increased our understanding of classical and quantum field theory, and they may be an 


important step in the understanding of some yet unknown, correct theory of nature. 


We mean by (Poincaré) supersymmetry an extension of ordinary spacetime sym- 
metries obtained by adjoining N spinorial generators Q whose anticommutator yields a 
translation generator: {Q,Q}=P. This symmetry can be realized on ordinary fields 
(functions of spacetime) by transformations that mix bosons and fermions. Such realiza- 
tions suffice to study supersymmetry (one can write invariant actions, etc.) but are as 
cumbersome and inconvenient as doing vector calculus component by component. A 
compact alternative to this “component field” approach is given by the super- 
space--superfield approach. Superspace is an extension of ordinary spacetime to include 
extra anticommuting coordinates in the form of N two-component Weyl spinors @. 
Superfields (2,6) are functions defined over this space. They can be expanded in a 
Taylor series with respect to the anticommuting coordinates 0; because the square of an 
anticommuting quantity vanishes, this series has only a finite number of terms. The 
coefficients obtained in this way are the ordinary component fields mentioned above. In 
superspace, supersymmetry is manifest: The supersymmetry algebra is represented by 
translations and rotations involving both the spacetime and the anticommuting coordi- 
nates. The transformations of the component fields follow from the Taylor expansion of 


the translated and rotated superfields. In particular, the transformations mixing bosons 
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and fermions are constant translations of the @ coordinates, and related rotations of 0 


into the spacetime coordinate x. 


A further advantage of superfields is that they automatically include, in addition 
to the dynamical degrees of freedom, certain unphysical fields: (1) auxiliary fields (fields 
with nonderivative kinetic terms), needed classically for the off-shell closure of the super- 
symmetry algebra, and (2) compensating fields (fields that consist entirely of gauge 
degrees of freedom), which are used to enlarge the usual gauge transformations to an 
entire multiplet of transformations forming a representation of supersymmetry; together 
with the auxiliary fields, they allow the algebra to be field independent. The compen- 
sators are particularly important for quantization, since they permit the use of super- 


symmetric gauges, ghosts, Feynman graphs, and supersymmetric power-counting. 


Unfortunately, our present knowledge of off-shell extended (N > 1) supersymmetry 
is so limited that for most extended theories these unphysical fields, and thus also the 
corresponding superfields, are unknown. One could hope to find the unphysical compo- 
nents directly from superspace; the essential difficulty is that, in general, a superfield is a 
highly reducible representation of the supersymmetry algebra, and the problem becomes 
one of finding which representations permit the construction of consistent local actions. 
Therefore, except when discussing the features which are common to general superspace, 
we restrict ourselves in this volume to a discussion of simple (N = 1) superfield super- 
symmetry. We hope to treat extended superspace and other topics that need further 


development in a second (and hopefully last) volume. 


We introduce superfields in chapter 2 for the simpler world of three spacetime 
dimensions, where superfields are very similar to ordinary fields. We skip the discussion 
of nonsuperspace topics (background fields, gravity, etc.) which are covered in following 
chapters, and concentrate on a pedagogical treatment of superspace. We return to four 
dimensions in chapter 3, where we describe how supersymmetry is represented on super- 
fields, and discuss all general properties of free superfields (and their relation to ordinary 
fields). In chapter 4 we discuss simple (N = 1) superfields in classical global supersym- 
metry. We include such topics as gauge-covariant derivatives, supersymmetric models, 
extended supersymmetry with unextended superfields, and superforms. In chapter 5 we 
extend the discussion to local supersymmetry (supergravity), relying heavily on the com- 


pensator approach. We discuss prepotentials and covariant derivatives, the construction 
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of actions, and show how to go from superspace to component results. The quantum 
aspects of global theories is the topic of chapter 6, which includes a discussion of the 
background field formalism, supersymmetric regularization, anomalies, and many exam- 
ples of supergraph calculations. In chapter 7 we make the corresponding analysis of 
quantum supergravity, including many of the novel features of the quantization proce- 
dure (various types of ghosts). Chapter 8 describes supersymmetry breaking, explicit 
and spontaneous, including the superHiggs mechanism and the use of nonlinear realiza- 


tions. 


We have not discussed component supersymmetry and supergravity, realistic 
superGUT models with or without supergravity, and some of the geometrical aspects of 
classical supergravity. For the first topic the reader may consult many of the excellent 
reviews and lecture notes. The second is one of the current areas of active research. It 
is our belief that superspace methods eventually will provide a framework for streamlin- 
ing the phenomenology, once we have better control of our tools. The third topic is 
attracting increased attention, but there are still many issues to be settled; there again, 


superspace methods should prove useful. 


We assume the reader has a knowledge of standard quantum field theory (sufficient 
to do Feynman graph calculations in QCD). We have tried to make this book as peda- 
gogical and encyclopedic as possible, but have omitted some straightforward algebraic 


details which are left to the reader as (necessary!) exercises. 
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A hitchhiker’s guide 


We are hoping, of course, that this book will be of interest to many people, with 
different interests and backgrounds. The graduate student who has completed a course 


in quantum field theory and wants to study superspace should: 


(1) Read an article or two reviewing component global supersymmetry and super- 


gravity. 


(2) Read chapter 2 for a quick and easy (?) introduction to superspace. Sections 1, 
2, and 3 are straightforward. Section 4 introduces, in a simple setting, the concept of 
constrained covariant derivatives, and the solution of the constraints in terms of prepo- 
tentials. Section 5 could be skipped at first reading. Section 6 does for supergravity 
what section 4 did for Yang-Mills; superfield supergravity in three dimensions is decep- 
tively simple. Section 7 introduces quantization and Feynman rules in a simpler situa- 


tion than in four dimensions. 


(3) Study subsections 3.2.a-d on supersymmetry algebras, and sections 3.3.a, 
3.3.b.1-b.3, 3.4.a,b, 3.5 and 3.6 on superfields, covariant derivatives, and component 
expansions. Study section 3.10 on compensators; we use them extensively in supergrav- 
ity. 

(4) Study section 4.1a on the scalar multiplet, and sections 4.2 and 4.3 on gauge 
theories, their prepotentials, covariant derivatives and solution of the constraints. A 


reading of sections 4.4.b, 4.4.c.1, 4.5.a and 4.5.e might be profitable. 


(5) Take a deep breath and slowly study section 5.1, which is our favorite approach 
to gravity, and sections 5.2 to 5.5 on supergravity; this is where the action is. For an 
inductive approach that starts with the prepotentials and constructs the covariant 
derivatives section 5.2 is sufficient, and one can then go directly to section 5.5. Alterna- 
tively, one could start with section 5.3, and a deductive approach based on constrained 


covariant derivatives, go through section 5.4 and again end at 5.5. 


(6) Study sections 6.1 through 6.4 on quantization and supergraphs. The topics in 


these sections should be fairly accessible. 
(7) Study sections 8.1-8.4. 


(8) Go back to the beginning and skip nothing this time. 
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Our particle physics colleagues who are familiar with global superspace should 
skim 8.1 for notation, 3.4-6 and 4.1, read 4.2 (no, you don’t know it all), and get busy 


on chapter 5. 


The experts should look for serious mistakes. We would appreciate hearing about 


them. 


A brief guide to the literature 


A complete list of references is becoming increasingly difficult to compile, and we 
have not attempted to do so. However, the following (incomplete!) list of review articles 
and proceedings of various schools and conferences, and the references therein, are useful 


and should provide easy access to the journal literature: 
For global supersymmetry, the standard review articles are: 
P. Fayet and S. Ferrara, Supersymmetry, Physics Reports 32C (1977) 250. 
A. Salam and J. Strathdee, Fortschritte der Physik, 26 (1978) 5. 
For component supergravity, the standard review is 
P. van Nieuwenhuizen, Supergravity, Physics Reports 68 (1981) 189. 


The following Proceedings contain extensive and up-to-date lectures on many 
supersymmetry and supergravity topics: 

“Recent Developments in Gravitation” (Cargesé 1978), eds. M. Levy and S. Deser, 

Plenum Press, N.Y. 


“Supergravity” (Stony Brook 1979), eds. D. Z. Freedman and P. van Nieuwen- 
huizen, North-Holland, Amsterdam. 


“Topics in Quantum Field Theory and Gauge Theories” (Salamanca), Phys. 77, 
Springer Verlag, Berlin. 


“Superspace and Supergravity”(Cambridge 1980), eds. S. W. Hawking and M. 
Roéek, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 


“Supersymmetry and Supergravity ’81” (Trieste), eds. S. Ferrara, J. G. Taylor and 


P. van Nieuwenhuizen, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 


“Supersymmetry and Supergravity ’82” (Trieste), eds. S. Ferrara, J. G. Taylor and 


P. van Nieuwenhuizen, World Scientific Publishing Co., Singapore. 
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2. A TOY SUPERSPACE 


2.1. Notation and conventions 


This chapter presents a self-contained treatment of supersymmetry in three 
spacetime dimensions. Our main motivation for considering this case is simplicity. Irre- 
ducible representations of simple (VN = 1) global supersymmetry are easier to obtain 
than in four dimensions: Scalar superfields (single, real functions of the superspace coor- 
dinates) provide one such representation, and all others are obtained by appending 
Lorentz or internal symmetry indices. In addition, the description of local supersymme- 


try (supergravity) is easier. 


a. Index conventions 


Our three-dimensional notation is as follows: In three-dimensional spacetime 
(with signature — + +) the Lorentz group is SL(2, R) (instead of SZ(2,C)) and the cor- 
responding fundamental representation acts on a real (Majorana) two-component spinor 
w° = (w* ,w). In general we use spinor notation for all Lorentz representations, denot- 
ing spinor indices by Greek letters a, 3,---,u,v,--:. Thus a vector (the three-dimen- 
sional representation) will be described by a symmetric second-rank spinor 


ve’? =(V**,V* ,V_) or a traceless second-rank spinor V,,’. (For comparison, in four 


dimensions we have spinors w°, @° and a vector is given by a hermitian matrix V~’.) 


All our spinors will be anticommuting (Grassmann). 


Spinor indices are raised and lowered by the second-rank antisymmetric symbol 


C'.3, Which is also used to define the “square” of a spinor: 
0-3 
Cg SOE (| . S02. CCU 25.6059 =0)6, = 
i 
Qa Qa 1 Qa : + = 
Va = WC 50 ’ py =C Pubs ’ y = 5¥ Wey = iw y : (2.1.1) 


We represent symmetrization and antisymmetrization of n indices by ( ) and | ], respec- 


tively (without a factor of -). We often make use of the identity 


Ala Ba J — Cap A’ By 5 (2.1.2) 
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which follows from (2.1.1). We use C3 (instead of the customary real €,,) to simplify 
the rules for hermitian conjugation. In particular, it makes ~? hermitian (recall 7° and 
W_ anticommute) and gives the conventional hermiticity properties to derivatives (see 


below). Note however that whereas 7° is real, w, is imaginary. 


b. Superspace 


Superspace for simple supersymmetry is labeled by three spacetime coordinates x7” 


and two anticommuting spinor coordinates 6”, denoted collectively by 2” = (r"” , 6"). 


M 


They have the hermiticity properties (z”)' = z”. We define derivatives by 


0/0 = 10 0 Ss," 


x 


0,07" = [0 


iS | 


20a" (2.1.3a) 


py? 
so that the “momentum” operators have the hermiticity properties 
(i0,)' =—(10,) , ((0,,)' =+(00,,). (21:36) 


and thus (i0”)' =i0”. (Definite) integration over a single anticommuting variable ¥ is 
defined so that the integral is translationally invariant (see sec. 3.7); hence / dy l= 0. 
/ dyy = aconstant which we take to be 1. We observe that a function f(y) has a ter- 
minating Taylor series f(y) = f(0)+~7/f'(0) since {y,y}=0 implies y?7=0. Thus 
i. dy f(y) = f’(0) so that integration is equivalent to differentiation. For our spinorial 


coordinates / d@,, = O, and hence 


fe68° = 50 (2.1.4) 


Therefore the double integral 


frown. , (2.1.5) 


* OK OX 


We often use the notation X| to indicate the quantity X evaluated at # = 0. 
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2.2. Supersymmetry and superfields 


a. Representations 


We define functions over superspace: ®...(z,0) where the dots stand for Lorentz 
(spinor) and/or internal symmetry indices. They transform in the usual way under the 
Poincaré group with generators P,,, (translations) and M,, (Lorentz rotations). We 
grade (or make super) the Poincaré algebra by introducing additional spinor supersym- 


metry generators Q,,, satisfying the supersymmetry algebra 


Eagee ’ P og =0 , (2.2.1a) 
1, ’ On =2 Pip ’ (2.2.1b) 
[Q,, y) Py, = 0 y) (2.2.16) 


as well as the usual commutation relations with M,,;. This algebra is realized on super- 


fields ®...(x ,@) in terms of derivatives by: 


P,,=i0, , Q,=i(0,-0%90,,) ; (2.2.2a) 


p(at”, 0") = expli(E Py, + Qs) ]b(a” +e" — ae oh + eM), (2.2.2b) 
Thus €’P ioe &Q) generates a supercoordinate transformation 
glh¥ = ghY 4 gHY 5 He) 5 pH = Ot (2:2.2¢) 


with real, constant parameters €” , €*. 


The reader can verify that (2.2.2) provides a representation of the algebra (2.2.1). 
We remark in particular that if the anticommutator (2.2.1b) vanished, Q,, would annihi- 
late all physical states (see sec. 3.3). We also note that because of (2.2.la,c) and 
(2.2.2a), not only ® and functions of 6, but also the space-time derivatives 0,,® carry a 
representation of supersymmetry (are superfields). However, because of (2.2.2a), this is 
not the case for the spinorial derivatives 0,. Supersymmetrically invariant derivatives 


can be defined by 


Dy = (Cae ) Di) = (Ons ’ I, - 0” a On) : (2.2.3) 
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The set Dy (anti)commutes with the generators: [Dy ,P,.] = [|Dyw,Q,} =0. We use 
[A , B} to denote a graded commutator: anticommutator if both A and B are fermionic, 


commutator otherwise. 


The covariant derivatives can also be defined by their graded commutation rela- 


tions 
1D Do} = 2D ays | [Dye Die = Dw Dad =O (2.2.4) 
or, more concisely: 
[Du Dy} = Tun’ Dp ’ 
Try = 10°, , rTest=0 . (2.25) 


Thus, in the language of differential geometry, global superspace has torsion. The 


derivatives satisfy the further identities 


OP O40") 4 “DD =p FCW” x 


DPD Do =0 3. De Dy= =D. =40,,DY .. (DIY =. « (2.2.6) 


They also satisfy the Leibnitz rule and can be integrated by parts when inside d*z d76 
integrals (since they are a combination of z and @ derivatives ). The following identity is 


useful 


jes d’?0 ®(2,0) = jes  ®(2,0) = jes (_D?®(z, 6) )| (22:7) 


(where recall that | means evaluation at 9 = 0). The extra space-time derivatives in D,, 


(as compared to 0,,) drop out after z-integration. 


b. Components by expansion 


Superfields can be expanded in a (terminating) Taylor series in 0. For example, 


®,9..(@,0) = Agg..(£) + OY rnag..(2) — 0? Fog..(£) . (2.2.8) 


pas: 


A,B,F are the component fields of ®. The supersymmetry transformations of the com- 
ponents can be derived from those of the superfield. For simplicity of notation, we con- 


sider a scalar superfield (no Lorentz indices) 
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(2,0) = A(z) + O°, (x) — F(x) , (2.2.9) 
The supersymmetry transformation (€"” = 0, e“ infinitesimal) 


6®(r, 0) = — (0, — 10"0,,,) B(z, 9) 


=6A+ 0p, —P OF , (2.2.10) 
gives, upon equating powers of 6, 
6A==€d, , (2.2.11a) 
Sta =— (Cag + t0agA) , (2.2.11b) 
bF = — dh . (2.2.11¢) 


It is easy to verify that on the component fields the supersymmetry algebra is satisfied: 
The commutator of two transformations gives a translation, [dg(€) ,dg(7)] = —2i€°N’ Das, 


etc. 


c. Actions and components by projection 


The construction of (integral) invariants is facilitated by the observation that 
supersymmetry transformations are coordinate transformations in superspace. Because 


we can ignore total @-derivatives ( / dzd*0 0,f° =0, which follows from (0)?=0) and 


total spacetime derivatives, we find that any superspace integral 
c= jes d’0 f(®, D,®,---) (2.2.12) 


that does not depend explicitly on the coordinates is invariant under the full algebra. If 
the superfield expansion in terms of components is substituted into the integral and the 
d-integration is carried out, the resulting component integral is invariant under the 
transformations of (2.2.11) (the integrand in general changes by a total derivative). This 
also can be seen from the fact that the 6-integration picks out the F’ component of f, 


which transforms as a spacetime derivative (see (2.2.11c)). 


We now describe a technical device that can be extremely helpful. In general, to 


obtain component expressions by direct 6-expansions can be cumbersome. A more 
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efficient procedure is to observe that the components in (2.2.9) can be defined by projec- 
tion: 


A(x) = O(2x,6)| , 
Pole) = Da, P(2, 4), 


F(z) = D’ ®(2,6)| . (2.2.13) 


This can be used, for example, in (2.2.12) by rewriting (c.f. (2.2.7)) 
S= pes D? f(®, D,®,---)|. (2.2.14) 


After the derivatives are evaluated (using the Leibnitz rule and paying due respect to 
the anticommutativity of the D’s), the result is directly expressible in terms of the com- 
ponents (2.2.13). The reader should verify in a few simple examples that this is a much 


more efficient procedure than direct 6-expansion and integration. 


Finally, we can also reobtain the component transformation laws by this method. 


We first note the identity 
Qa t+ Dy = 207t0a8 . (2:92:15) 
Thus we find, for example 


6A = ie*Q,O| 
= —€"(D,® — 26°i0,,®)| 


ee 4 (2.2.16) 
In general we have 


This is sufficient to obtain all of the component fields transformation laws by repeated 


application of (2.2.17), where f is ®, D,®, D?® and we use (2.2.6) and (2.2.13). 
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d. Irreducible representations 


In general a theory is described by fields which in momentum space are defined 
for arbitrary values of p*. For any fixed value of p* the fields are a representation of the 
Poincaré group. We call such fields, defined for arbitrary values of p”, an off-shell repre- 
sentation of the Poincaré group. Similarly, when a set of fields is a representation of the 
supersymmetry algebra for any value of p”, we call it an off-shell representation of super- 
symmetry. When the field equations are imposed, a particular value of p” (i.e., m7) is 
picked out. Some of the components of the fields (auxiliary components) are then con- 
strained to vanish; the remaining (physical) components form what we call an on-shell 


representation of the Poincaré (or supersymmetry) group. 


A superfield Wa. (Dy 0) is an irreducible representation of the Lorentz group, with 
regard to its external indices, if it is totally symmetric in these indices. For a represen- 
tation of the (super)Poincaré group we can reduce it further. Since in three dimensions 
the little group is SO(2), and its irreducible representations are one-component (com- 
plex), this reduction will give one-component superfields (with respect to external 
indices). Such superfields are irreducible representations of off-shell supersymmetry, 
when a reality condition is imposed in z-space (but the superfield is then still complex in 
p-space, where ®(p) = ®(—p) ). 

In an appropriate reference frame we can assign “helicity” (i.e., the eigenvalue of 
the SO(2) generator) +5 to the spinor indices, and the irreducible representations will 
be labeled by the “superhelicity” (the helicity of the superfield): half the number of + 


external indices minus the number of —’s. In this frame we can also assign +5 helicity 


to @~. Expanding the superfield of superhelicity h into components, we see that these 
components have helicities h,h + 7 h. For example, a scalar multiplet, consisting of 
“spins” (i.e., SO(2,1) representations) 0.5 (i.e., helicities 0,45) is described by a 


superfield of superhelicity 0: a scalar superfield. A vector multiplet, consisting of spins 


aot (helicities 0, ; ' . ,1) is described by a superfield of superhelicity +5! the “+” com- 
ponent of a spinor superfield; the “—” component being gauged away (in a light-cone 


gauge). In general, the superhelicity content of a superfield is analyzed by choosing a 
gauge (the supersymmetric light-cone gauge) where as many as possible Lorentz compo- 


nents of a superfield have been gauged to 0: the superhelicity content of any remaining 
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component is simply ; the number of +’s minus —’s. Unless otherwise stated, we will 


automatically consider all three-dimensional superfields to be real. 
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2.3. Scalar multiplet 


The simplest representation of supersymmetry is the scalar multiplet described 


by the real superfield ®(z,@), and containing the scalars A, F and the two-component 
spinor w,. From (2.2.1,2) we see that 0 has dimension (mass)~3. Also, the canonical 
dimensions of component fields in three dimensions are less than in four dimensions 
(because we use y d°x instead of / d‘rx in the kinetic term). Therefore, if this multiplet 
is to describe physical fields, we must assign dimension (mass)? to ® so that w, has 


canonical dimension (mass)'. (Although it is not immediately obvious which scalar 


should have canonical dimension, there is only one spinor.) Then A will have dimension 


(mass)? and will be the physical scalar partner of ~, whereas F has too high a dimen- 


sion to describe a canonical physical mode. 


Since a @ integral is the same as a @ derivative, / d’?@ has dimension (mass)'. 


Therefore, on dimensional grounds we expect the following expression to give the correct 


(massless) kinetic action for the scalar multiplet: 
Srin = — 5 ; @r dO (De) , (2.3.1) 


(recall that for any spinor w, we have ~* = 5 Ua): This expression is reminiscent of 


the kinetic action for an ordinary scalar field with the substitutions / d’x Fi d°x d?0 


and 0,3 —~ D,. The component expression can be obtained by explicit §-expansion and 
integration. However, we prefer to use the alternative procedure (first integrating D° by 


parts): 


Ge. : x a20 ©D2 


| 
mle 


dx (D?® D?6 + D°S D, D?® + 6(D?)’6)| 


Nl re 


oe 
[ure vee 0%) 
oa 
pea 


dx (F? + 010,.°v3 + ADA) , (2.3.2) 


Nle 
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where we have used the identities (2.2.6) and the definitions (2.2.13). The A and w 


kinetic terms are conventional, while F' is clearly non-propagating. 


The auxiliary field F can be eliminated from the action by using its equation of 
motion Ff = 0 (or, in a functional integral, F can be trivially integrated out). The 
resulting action is still invariant under the bose-fermi transformations (2.2.1la,b) with 
F = 0; however, these are not supersymmetry transformations (not a representation of 
the supersymmetry algebra) except “on shell”. The commutator of two such transforma- 
tions does not close (does not give a translation) except when w, satisfies its field equa- 
tion. This “off-shell” non-closure of the algebra is typical of transformations from which 


auxiliary fields have been eliminated. 


Mass and interaction terms can be added to (2.3.1). A term 


a jes dO f(®) , (2.3.3) 


leads to a component action 


se / dx Df (®)| 
7 | da [f"(®) (D,®) + f'(®) D*9]| 


z / dx [f"(A) v2 + f(A) F] (2.3.4) 


In a renormalizable model f(®) can be at most quartic. In _ particular, 


f(®) = 5 


2 
with the kinetic term, we obtain 


me? + = Xe? gives mass terms, Yukawa and cubic interaction terms. Together 


[eee — 5 (D.)? + 5 m&? + — 09 
= jf ealy (ADA + vi0/by +P? 


+m(? + AF) +A(Av?+ 5 A?P)] (2.3.5) 


F can again be eliminated using its (algebraic) equation of motion, leading to a 


2.3. Scalar multiplet 17 


conventional mass term and quartic interactions for the scalar field A. More exotic 


kinetic actions are possible by using instead of (2.3.1) 


5's = / Px PO 2(C,®) , C=D® , (2.3.6) 


2; 


ome) 
aC# AcB Ico=0 


one multiplet of scalar superfields, then, for example, we can obtain generalized super- 


where 2) is some function such that _ 5 Cap . If we introduce more than 


symmetric nonlinear sigma models: 


S=-5 / dx d°6 g,,(®) 5 (D°®') (D,®') (2.3.7) 
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2.4. Vector multiplet 


a. Abelian gauge theory 
In accordance with the discussion in sec. 2.2, a real spinor gauge superfield I, 
with superhelicity h = 5 (h=—- 3 can be gauged away) will consist of components with 


helicities 0, ee It can be used to describe a massless gauge vector field and its 


fermionic partner. (In three dimensions, a gauge vector particle has one physical compo- 
nent of definite helicity.) The superfield can be introduced by analogy with scalar QED 
(the generalization to the nonabelian case is straightforward, and will be discussed 
below). Consider a complex scalar superfield (a doublet of real scalar superfields) trans- 


forming under a constant phase rotation 


&— O' =e" 


v] 


b+G/'=Ge* |. OAT 


The free Lagrangian |D®|? is invariant under these transformations. 


a.1. Gauge connections 


We extend this to a local phase invariance with K a real scalar superfield depend- 


ing on x and 6, by covariantizing the spinor derivatives D,: 
Dy 7 Va = Da F ity, (2.4.2) 


when acting on ® or ®, respectively. The spinor gauge potential (or connection) T, 


transforms in the usual way 
Ob =D (2.4.3) 
to ensure 
Vesa Ne. (2.4.4) 


This is required by (V®) = e’* (V®), and guarantees that the Lagrangian |V®|? is 


locally gauge invariant. (The coupling constant can be restored by rescaling [., — gI,). 
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It is now straightforward, by analogy with QED, to find a gauge invariant field 
strength and action for the multiplet described by [, and to study its component cou- 
plings to the complex scalar multiplet contained in |V®|?. However, both to understand 
its structure as an irreducible representation of supersymmetry, and as an introduction 
to more complicated gauge superfields (e.g. in supergravity), we first give a geometrical 


presentation. 


Although the actions we have considered do not contain the spacetime derivative 


0,3, in other contexts we need the covariant object 
Vap = 908 -tTag, Sag =Oagk , (2.4.5) 


introducing a distinct (vector) gauge potential superfield. The transformation 6I,, of 


this connection is chosen to give: 
eS e rN ye 3 (2.4.6) 


(From a geometric viewpoint, it is natural to introduce the vector connection; then I), 
and I,3 can be regarded as the components of a super 1-form Py = (Ty, Pag); see sec. 
2.5). However, we will find that I, should not be independent, and can be expressed in 


terms of I). 


a.2. Components 


To get oriented, we examine the components of I in the Taylor series 9-expansion. 


They can be defined directly by using the spinor derivatives D,: 


Xe=Tal » B=ZDTl , 
a 1 ye 
Vag = = 3P(als)| ’ No = ae DT gl 5 (2.4.7a) 
and 
Wags = Tal ’ Pe = D°T | ’ 
WDapry = Diol sy)| ’ Tap = DT ag : (2.4.7b) 


We have separated the components into irreducible representations of the Lorentz group, 


that is, traces (or antisymmetrized pieces, see (2.1.2)) and symmetrized pieces. We also 
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define the components of the gauge parameter K: 
B= K\ 6 0 = DK) 4. r= D7 K| (2.4.8) 


The component gauge transformations for the components defined in (2.4.7) are found 


by repeatedly differentiating (2.4.3-5) with spinor derivatives D,. We find: 


YH. ~ OBHT 4 


OVog =Oggw , bA,=0 , (2.4.9a) 
and 


OW ag — OngW ’ OP =e Dopo” ’ 


OWaby = O(6yF a) 5 OT ag = OogT . (2.4.9b) 


Note that y and B suffer arbitrary shifts as a consequence of a gauge transformation, 
and, in particular, can be gauged completely away; the gauge xy = B = 0 is called Wess- 
Zumino gauge, and explicitly breaks supersymmetry. However, this gauge is useful since 


it reveals the physical content of the [, multiplet. 


Examination of the components that remain reveals several peculiar features: 


There are two component gauge potentials V,; and W,, for only one gauge symmetry, 
and there is a high dimension spin ; field 7g. These problems will be resolved below 


when we express [',, in terms of [,. 


We can also find supersymmetric Lorentz gauges by fixing D°T,; such gauges are 
useful for quantization (see sec. 2.7). Furthermore, in three dimensions it is possible to 
choose a supersymmetric light-cone gauge [, = 0. (In the abelian case the gauge trans- 
formation takes the simple form K = D,(i0,,)"'T,.) Eq. (2.4.14) below implies that in 
this gauge the superfield [.,, also vanishes. The remaining components in this gauge are 


x_,V,_,V_, and »_, with V,, =Oand X,~0,,x.. 


a.3. Constraints 


To understand how the vector connection [,, can be expressed in terms of the 
spinor connection I’, recall the (anti)commutation relations for the ordinary derivatives 


are: 
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For the covariant derivatives V4=(V., Vag) the graded commutation relations can be 


written (from (2.4.2) and (2.4.5) we see that the torsion T4,° is unmodified): 
[Vas Vel Sts’ Vert rig . (2.4.11) 


The field strengths F',, are invariant (f'’4; = F'4,) due to the covariance of the deriva- 
tives V4. Observe that the field strengths are antihermitian matrices, F',4, = — F'p4, so 
that the symmetric field strength Fg is imaginary while the antisymmetric field 


strength Fg 45 is real. Examining a particular equation from (2.4.11), we find: 
1 Vise = 21 Vag =I Fa = 21 Jag + 21.8 _ i Fog . (2.4.12) 


The superfield I; was introduced to covariantize the space-time derivative 0,3. How- 
ever, it is clear that an alternative choice is P’4g = Pag — 5 Fog since F’,3 is covariant (a 
field strength). The new covariant space-time derivative will then satisfy (we drop the 
primes) 


{Va ) Vat = 21V og ) (2.4.13) 


with the new space-time connection satisfying (after substituting in 2.4.12 the explicit 


forms V4 = Dy, — ily) 
4 
Thus the conventional constraint 


Fog =0 , (2.4.15) 


imposed on the system (2.4.11) has allowed the vector potential to be expressed in terms 
of the spinor potential. This solves both the problem of two gauge fields W,,3,V 4g and 
the problem of the higher spin and dimension components 7 g,,74g: The gauge fields 
are identified with each other (W,g = V4), and the extra components are expressed as 
derivatives of familiar lower spin and dimension fields (see 2.4.7). The independent com- 
ponents that remain in Wess-Zumino gauge after the constraint is imposed are V,, and 
es 
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We stress the importance of the constraint (2.4.15) on the objects defined in 
(2.4.11). Unconstrained field strengths in general lead to reducible representations of 
supersymmetry (i.e., the spinor and vector potentials), and the constraints are needed to 


ensure irreducibility. 


a.4. Bianchi identities 


In ordinary field theories, the field strengths satisfy Bianchi identities because they 
are expressed in terms of the potentials; they are identities and carry no information. 
For gauge theories described by covariant derivatives, the Bianchi identities are just 


Jacobi identities: 
[Via,[Ve,Voy tH =0 ; (2.4.16) 


(where [) is the graded antisymmetrization symbol, identical to the usual antisym- 
metrization symbol but with an extra factor of (—1) for each pair of interchanged 
fermionic indices). However, once we impose constraints such as (2.4.13,15) on some of 
the field strengths, the Bianchi identities imply constraints on other field strengths. For 
example, the identity 


0=[V.,{Ve,Vy}] LV gat Va May |e Va: Mae eR 


af 
= 51V@.{Ve,V>) 3] (2.4.17) 
gives (using the constraint (2.4.13,15)) 
0=[VeasVeyl=—tFoasy - (2.4.18) 


Thus the totally symmetric part of F vanishes. In general, we can decompose F' into 


irreducible representations of the Lorentz group: 
Fugy =F Ongke 2.4.19 
a,b = § Ftasy — 3 Saat” sn) (2.4.19) 


(where indices between |---| , e.g., in this case 6, are not included in the symmetriza- 


tion). Hence the only remaining piece is: 
Faay =tCagW , (2.4.20a) 


where we introduce the superfield strength W,. We can compute F in terms of [, 


a, By 
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and find 


W,= 5 D°DM, (2.4.20b) 


The superfield W, is the only independent gauge invariant field strength, and is 
constrained by D°W, =0, which follows from the Bianchi identity (2.4.16). This 
implies that only one Lorentz component of W, is independent. The field strength 


describes the physical degrees of freedom: one helicity 5 and one helicity 1 mode. Thus 


W,, is a suitable object for constructing an action. Indeed, if we start with 
1 1 1 
ce + [ae OW? = <a do (5 D°DTs)’ ; (2.4.21) 
we can compute the component action 


S= =| ae Dw? = = [ae [W* D?W,, — 5 (D°W®) (DW) 


1 Beaton er 
= e jes E i0y°rg mee bi : Fas F (2.4.22) 
Here (cf. 2.4.7) A, =W,| while fog =D .W,| = DgW,| is the spinor form of the usual 


field strength 


1 
Bg | = (Guar _ avis) = ce fp)” 


1 a 
=-i5 [I.gD°OT” — OY D Tall - (2.4.23) 
To derive the above component action we have used the Bianchi identity D°W,, = 0, and 


its consequence D?W , = 10,."W 3. 


a.5. Matter couplings 


We now examine the component Lagrangian describing the coupling to a complex 


scalar multiplet. We could start with 


a 5 i: d?zd?6(V°S)(V,®) 
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~~ 5 | @a>(0" +4P*)O)[(D,— iT a)9] (2.4.24) 


and work out the Lagrangian in terms of components defined by projection. However, a 
more efficient procedure, which leads to physically equivalent results, is to define covari- 


ant components of ® by covariant projection 


A=(z,0)| , 
Vo = VoP(z,9)| , 
F=V’8(2,0)| . (2.4.25) 


These components are not equal to the ordinary ones but can be obtained by a (gauge- 


field dependent) field redefinition and provide an equally valid description of the theory. 


jez do = fae D?| SF We)" 3 (2.4.26) 


when acting on an invariant and hence 


We can also use 


SS / dr V*[eV’76]| 
7 / d’z (VOV'S + V°SV,V'® + &(V’)'S]| 


3 jes [FF + ¥°(i0.° + Va" )g + (i AGA + hic.) + A(Oqg-tV ag)? Al. (2.4.27) 


We have used the commutation relations of the covariant derivatives and in particular 
VaV? =iV Vg tiW,, VV ,=—-iVq°V3—-2iW,, (V’??=O-iW°V,, where 0 is 


the covariant d’Alembertian (covariantized with I’,,). 


b. Nonabelian case 


We now briefly consider the nonabelian case: For a multiplet of scalar superfields 
transforming as ®’ = e““ 6, where K = K'T, and T;, are generators of the Lie algebra, 
we introduce covariant spinor derivatives V, precisely as for the abelian case (2.4.2). 


We define ., =I,’ T; so that 
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V2 Sala ea Ee (2.4.28) 
The spinor connection now transforms as 
OV CS Dek Ha Fc | 5 (2.4.29) 


leaving (2.4.4) unmodified. The vector connection is again constrained by requiring 


F',3 = 9; in other words, we have 


Vos =-5{VarVa} . (2.4.30a) 


at ; 
Pog =—1 2 Pek apa hosk Bhi s (2.4.30b) 


The form of the action (2.4.21) is unmodified (except that we must also take a trace over 
group indices). The constraint (2.4.30) implies that the Bianchi identities have nontriv- 
ial consequences, and allows us to “solve” (2.4.17) for the nonabelian case as in 


(2.4.18,19,20a). Thus, we obtain 
[We ’ V ay | = CygW 4) (2.4.31a) 
in terms of the nonabelian form of the covariant field strength W: 
1 } s 1 
Wo = 5 D°DMs — S(T’, Dole] — Z(T?.{Te,Tad] - (2.4.31b) 


The field strength transforms covariantly: W', = e“W,e'*. The remaining Bianchi 


identity is 
[{ Va ’ V5 } » Ving | > Via ’ [V 3) Vaal } =0. (2.4.32a) 


Contracting indices we find [{V°,V"}, Vag] = {Vi (V9), Vagl}- However, 
[{V%, V7}, Vag] = 24[V~ , Vag] = 0 and hence, using (2.4.31a), 


0={V,[V?,Vog]}=—-6{V%, Wa} - (2.4.32b) 
The full implication of the Bianchi identities is thus: 


{ Va ’ Va ‘ = 20V ag (2.4.33a) 
[Vo ’ Voy] a CugW 4) ’ { ve ’ WwW. } = 0 (2.4.33b) 


1. 1 
[Vea VO lH = Sib ia” 3 Fob = 51 Veo Wa} (2.4.33c) 
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The components of the multiplet can be defined in analogy to (2.4.7) by projec- 


tions of T: 


Xa =T,| ; Biot, ’ 
(2.4.34) 
Vag = Daal ; Xa = WI 


c. Gauge invariant masses 


A curious feature which this theory has, and which makes it rather different from 
four dimensional Yang-Mills theory, is the existence of a gauge-invariant mass term: In 


the abelian case the Bianchi identity D°W , = 0 can be used to prove the invariance of 
1 3 2 1 a 
Sn = [doco [Emr w.] (2.4.35) 


In components this action contains the usual gauge invariant mass term for three-dimen- 


sional electrodynamics: 
m f de VP One Vg = m f ae Veg, (2.4.36) 


which is gauge invariant as a consequence of the usual component Bianchi identity 
The superfield equations which result from (2.4.21,35) are: 


i0,°W,g+mW,=0, (2.4.37) 


which describes an irreducible multiplet of mass m. The Bianchi identity D°W,=0 


implies that only one Lorentz component of W is independent. 


For the nonabelian case, the mass term is somewhat more complicated because the 


field strength W is covariant rather than invariant: 


1 1 a a a 3 
Sy a=trd | dxa’6 ue Wot recs 1} Do 


1 a 
Pant Ps ag pa Dern ae 
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1 it hate fig 
=k fie time (Wo — ZIT Pag]) 5 
The field equations, however, are the covariantizations of (2.4.37): 


iV.°W,+mW, =0 : 


27 


(2.4.38) 


(2.4.39) 
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2.5. Other global gauge multiplets 


a. Superforms: general case 


The gauge multiplets discussed in the last section may be described completely in 
terms of geometric quantities. The gauge potentials Ty = (1, P43) which covariantize 
the derivatives D, with respect to local phase rotations of the matter superfields consti- 
tute a super 1-form. We define super p-forms as tensors with p covariant supervector 
indices (i.e., supervector subscripts) that have total graded antisymmetry with respect to 
these indices (i.e., are symmetric in any pair of spinor indices, antisymmetric in a vector 
pair or in a mixed pair). For example, the field strength Fyg = (Fog, Fagy, Fags) Con- 


stitutes a super 2-form. 


In terms of supervector notation the gauge transformation for [, (from (2.4.3) and 


(2.4.5)) takes the form 


The field strength defined in (2.3.6) when expressed in terms of the gauge potential can 


be written as 
a C 
Fap= Dil py —Tap Vo . (2.5.2) 


The gauge transformation law certainly takes the familiar form, but even in the abelian 
case, the field strength has an unfamiliar nonderivative term. One way to understand 
how this term arises is to make a change of basis for the components of a supervector. 
We can expand D, in terms of partial derivatives by introducing a matrix, E,™, such 


that 
Dy Ey Ow Oye = Ope 0 fs) ’ 
bv 1 glug v) 
a 2 Qa 
By = (2533) 


Le (ue 
0 5 5a"53” 


This matrix is the flat vielbein; its inverse is 
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Qa 1. Qa 3 
, = 00d 
bye (2.5.4) 


1 as B 
0 som 6,9) 


If we define T,, by ly = Ey“ y, then 


Ty =OyKk . (2.5.5) 
Similarly, if we define F' yy by 
Faz = (-4@) B® EB,” Fun , (2.5.6a) 
then 
Fyy =Omlyy - (2.5.6b) 
(In the Grassmann parity factor (44 +") the superscripts 4,B, and N are equal to 


one when these indices refer to spinorial indices and zero otherwise.) We thus see that 
the nonderivative term in the field strength is absent when the components of this 
supertensor are referred to a different coordinate basis. Furthermore, in this basis the 


Bianchi identities take the simple form 


The generalization to higher-rank graded antisymmetric tensors (superforms) is 
now evident. There is a basis in which the gauge transformation, field strength, and 


Bianchi identities take the forms 


Pipes (2.5.8) 


We simply multiply these by suitable powers of the flat vielbein and appropriate Grass- 


mann parity factors to obtain 


1 


1 B 
OD ayy = Goa Pla Aa~4y) — apap Pavel K Bldg~4,) > 
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1 1 R 
Egetdys = pt PP aps) 2(p — 1)! sare Ay| DB) Ag Apa) ’ 

ee ee ae ! Py PF 2.5.9 

= Gan PP r-Apia) — Gp Pa Aad FB lAg Ayes) * (2.5.9) 


(The | ’s indicate that all of the indices are graded antisymmetric except the B ’s.) 


b. Super 2-form 


We now discuss in detail the case of a super 2-form gauge superfield [.4, with 


gauge transformation 


OD a 3 = DK g) os 21 Kap 5 
OD o,¢y = DaK pg, — O6,Ka ; 


OD og 76 OapK 45 ea 045K og : (2.5.10) 


The field strength for 4, is a super 3-form: 


1 : 
Pope = 3 Dolan) + 20 a,4)) 5 
Pagans = Dlg 5 zk O45la,8 — 21 Diss ’ 
De Bayh = DV ays + Opel aby ~~ OpqV a5 ’ 


Fapwbec = Oapl y5ec + OeclVapys + Oy eco + (2.5.11) 
All of these equations are contained in the concise supervector notation in (2.5.9). 


The gauge superfield [4 was subject to constraints that allowed one part (Iy,;) to 
be expressed as a function of the remaining part. This is a general feature of supersym- 
metric gauge theories; constraints are needed to ensure irreducibility. For the tensor 


gauge multiplet we impose the constraints 
Poy lng Bg Si bg) 6p CHT ee. 4 (25.12) 


which, as we show below, allow us to express all covariant quantities in terms of the sin- 
gle real scalar superfield G. These constraints can be solved as follows: we first observe 


that in the field strengths [,,, always appears in the combination D(, Tg.) + 27 T(a,4,)- 
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Therefore, without changing the field strengths we can redefine I by absorbing 


aby 
DV g,y) into it. Thus [3 disappears from the field strengths which means it could be 
set to zero from the beginning (equivalently, we can make it zero by a gauge transforma- 


tion). The first constraint now implies that the totally symmetric part of [ is zero 


apy 


and hence we can write TPy3,=%7C  g®,) in terms of a spinor superfield ®,. The 


apy 
remaining equations and constraints can be used now to express I,,,5 and the other 


field strengths in terms of ®,. We find a solution 


la, = 0 ’ Da,64 = t Cag ©; ’ 
1 
Dap,” = 750" [Dy ®? + DBs], 


G=-D%®, . (2.5.13) 


Thus the constraints allow 4, to be expressed in terms of a spinor superfield ®,. (The 


general solution of the constraints is a gauge transform (2.5.10) of (2.5.13).) 


The quantity G is by definition a field strength; hence the gauge variation of ®, 
must leave G invariant. This implies that the gauge variation of ®, must be (see 
(2.2.6)) 


DP Dighy « (2.5.14) 


where A, is an arbitrary spinor gauge parameter. This gauge transformation is of course 


consistent with what remains of (2.5.10) after the gauge choice (2.5.13). 


We expect the physical degrees of freedom to appear in the (only independent) 
field strength G. Since this is a scalar superfield, it must describe a scalar and a spinor, 
and ®, (or yg) provides a variant representation of the supersymmetry algebra nor- 


mally described by the scalar superfield ©. In fact ®, contains components with helici- 

ties 0, , : , 1 just like the vector multiplet, but now the sil components are auxiliary 
7 1 

fields. (®, =U, + 0,4 4+ O° vag — 6’x,,). For ©, with canonical dimension (mass)?, on 


dimensional grounds the gauge invariant action must be given by 
i x [a's @0(D,G) . (2.5.15) 


Written in this form we see that in terms of the components of G, the action has the 
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same form as in (2.3.2). The only differences arise because G is expressed in terms of 
®,. We find that only the auxiliary field F’ is modified; it is replaced by a field F'’. An 


explicit computation of this quantity yields 
F’ = — D°D°S,| = 10D, ®,| = O° Vagl » Vag = 5 Dip) (2.5.16) 


In place of F the divergence of a vector appears. To see that this vector field really is a 


gauge field, we compute its variation under the gauge transformation (2.5.14): 
1 


This is not the transformation of an ordinary gauge vector (see (2.4.9)), but rather that 
of a second-rank antisymmetric tensor (in three dimensions a second-rank antisymmetric 
tensor is the same Lorentz representation as a vector). This is the component gauge 
field that appears at lowest order in 6 in I,;.5 in eq. (2.5.13). A field of this type has no 


dynamics in three dimensions. 


c. Spinor gauge superfield 


Superforms are not the only gauge multiplets one can study, but the pattern for 
other cases is similar. In general, (nonvariant) supersymmetric gauge multiplets can be 
described by spinor superfields carrying additional internal-symmetry group indices. (In 
a particular case, the additional index can be a spinor index: see below.) Such super- 
fields contain component gauge fields and, as in the Yang-Mills case, their gauge trans- 
formations are determined by the 6=0 part of the superfield gauge parameter (cf. 
(2.4.9)). The gauge superfield thus takes the form of the component field with a vector 
index replaced by a spinor index, and the transformation law takes the form of the com- 


ponent transformation law with the vector derivative replaced by a spinor derivative. 


For example, to describe a multiplet containing a spin . component gauge field, we 


introduce a spinor gauge superfield with an additional spinor group index: 
§@,° = D,K* . (2.5.18) 


The field strength has the same form as the vector multiplet field strength but with a 


spinor group index: 
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1 an 
Wa = SI DO (2.5.19) 


(We can, of course, introduce a supervector potential [y,;° in exact analogy with the 
abelian vector multiplet. The field strength here simply has an additional spinor index. 


The constraints are exactly the same as for the vector multiplet, i.e., F437 = 0.) 


In three dimensions massless fields of spin greater than 1 have no dynamical 
degrees of freedom. The kinetic term for this multiplet is analogous to the mass term 


for the vector multiplet: 
Sw f dado WD, (2.5.20) 


This action describes component fields which are all auxiliary: a spin gauge field 


W(as)y & vector, and a scalar, as can be verified by expanding in components. The 
invariance of the action in (2.5.20) is not manifest: It depends on the Bianchi identity 
D°W 4g =9. The explicit appearance of the superfield ®,,; is a general feature of super- 
symmetric gauge theories; it is not always possible to write the superspace action for a 


gauge theory in terms of field strengths alone. 
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2.6. Supergravity 


a. Supercoordinate transformations 


Supergravity, the supersymmetric generalization of gravity, is the gauge theory of 
the supertranslations. The global transformations with constant parameters €/” 
erated by P,,, 


K™ (2,0) = (K"” ,K"). For a scalar superfield U(x, 0) we define the transformation 


,€ gen- 


and @,, are replaced by local ones parametrized by the supervector 


W(z) = W"(z) = e* W(z) =e* U(z)e™ , (2.6.1) 
where 
Ks KM Dy Sh sd KP aD, (2.6.2) 


(To exhibit the global supersymmetry, it is convenient to write K in terms of D,, rather 
than Q, (or O,). This amounts to a redefinition of K’”). The second form of the 
transformation of WV can be shown to be equivalent to the first by comparing terms in a 
power series expansion of the two forms and noting that ik UV = [ik, Wj]. It is easy to see 
that (2.6.1) is a general coordinate transformation in — superspace: 
e*U (ze = U(e'* ze~*); defining z’ = e~ ze*, (2.6.1) becomes U/(z') = V(z). 

We may expect, by analogy to the Yang-Mills case, to introduce a gauge superfield 


HH,” with (linearized) transformation laws 


6H,” =D, K" , (2.6.3) 


(we introduce H ape as well, but a constraint will relate it to H,”) and define covariant 


derivatives by analogy to (2.4.28): 
Behe ty Dee pe: (2.6.4) 


E,™ is the vielbein. The potentials H,””,H," have a large number of components 
among which we identify, according to the discussion following equation (2.5.17), a sec- 
ond-rank tensor (the “dreibein”, minus its flat-space part) describing the graviton and a 
spin field describing the gravitino, whose gauge parameters are the 6 = 0 parts of the 
vector and spinor gauge superparameters K™|. Other components will describe gauge 


degrees of freedom and auxiliary fields. 
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b. Lorentz transformations 


The local supertranslations introduced so far include Lorentz transformations of a 
scalar superfield, acting on the coordinates 2” = (x"”,6"). To define their action on 
spinor superfields it is necessary to introduce the concept of tangent space and local 
frames attached at each point z” and local Lorentz transformations acting on the 
My. 


indices of such superfields WV, 3...(z (In chapter 5 we discuss the reasons for this pro- 


cedure.) The enlarged full local group is defined by 
Wego e, 0) =T Wane, 0) = elk Vole; ) en ’ (2.6.5) 
where now 
K=K™iDy+K,'iM, . (2.6.6) 


Here the superfield K,,° parametrizes the local Lorentz transformations and the Lorentz 


generators M,,° act on each tangent space index as indicated by 
[X," M,”, VJ = XPV, ; (2.6.7) 


for arbitrary X37. M4, is symmetric, i.e., M.° is traceless (which makes it equivalent to 
a vector in three dimensions). Thus, X,,” is an element of the Lorentz algebra SL(2, R) 


(ie., SO(2,1)). Therefore, the parameter matrix K,” is also traceless. 


From now on we must distinguish tangent space and world indices; to do this, we 
denote the former by letters from the beginning of the alphabet, and the latter by letters 
from the middle of the alphabet. By definition, the former transform with K,° whereas 


the latter transform with K™. 


c. Covariant derivatives 


Having introduced local Lorentz transformations acting on spinor indices, we now 


define covariant spinor derivatives by 
Vo = Ey” Dy + Bog7M," , (2.6.8) 


as well as vector derivatives V,,;. However, just as in the Yang-Mills case, we impose a 


conventional constraint that defines 


Jl 
Vas =—1t 5 tM as Vat ’ (2.6.9) 
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The connection coefficients ® 43’, which appear in 
Va = Ey! Dy + O43'M," , (2.6.10) 


and act as gauge fields for the Lorentz group, will be determined in terms of H,” by 


imposing further suitable constraints. The covariant derivatives transform by 

Ve Vi Se" Vivre A (2.6.11a) 
All fields V... (as opposed to the operator V) transform as 

Vs ew ee Se w., (2.6.11b) 


when all indices are flat (tangent space); we always choose to use flat indices. We can 
use the vielbein FE,” (and its inverse E —) to convert between world and tangent space 
indices. For example, if U,, is a world supervector, UV, = E,W, is a tangent space 


supervector. 


The superderivative EZ, = E,” Dy is to be understood as a tangent space super- 
vector. On the other hand, D,, transforms under the local translations (supercoordinate 
transformations), and this induces transformations of E.,” with respect to its world 
index (in this case, M). We can exhibit this, and verify that (2.6.6) describes the famil- 
iar local Lorentz and general coordinate transformations, by considering the infinitesimal 


version of (2.6.11): 
6V4,=[iK, Val , (2.6.12) 
which implies 


1 Se Dek a Deby Ey a Se ee 


604° = BE, K,? — KM Dy®,,° — Ky? 3,9 — Kj 04° + KPO, 


= V4K,° — K™Dy®,,° — K4?3,° , (2.6.13) 


where Tae is the torsion of flat, global superspace (2.4.10), and Kg” = 5 Ke" 5g): 
The first three terms in the transformation law of E,” correspond to the usual form of 
the general coordinate transformation of a world supervector (labeled by M), while the 
last term is a local Lorentz transformation on the tangent space index A. The relation 


between K ae and K,,” implies the usual reducibility of the Lorentz transformations on 
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the tangent space, corresponding to the definition of vectors as second-rank symmetric 


spinors. 
d. Gauge choices 


d.1. A supersymmetric gauge 


As we have mentioned above, the gauge fields (or the vielbein E,™”) contain a 
large number of gauge degrees of freedom, and some of them can be gauged away using 
the K transformations. For simplicity we discuss this only at the linearized level (where 
we need not distinguish world and tangent space indices); we will return later to a more 


complete treatment. From (2.6.13) the linearized transformation laws are 


Oh = Deh ek 


bE MY = D, Kw — 16," K” : (2.6.14) 


Thus Kk,” can be used to gauge away all of EF," except its trace (recall that K,” is 
traceless) and K” can gauge away part of F,"”. In the corresponding gauge we can 


write 
Fa = oe wv b) 
eae (2.6.15) 


this globally supersymmetric gauge is maintained by further transformations restricted 


by 


a ) 


Res 5 Da K9) =D, K® — 5 5a" D., K? 


HE a = D, KM (2.6.16) 
Under these restricted transformations we have 


bw == 0,,K™ , 


pv 


6B H9) = Di K””) . (2.6.17) 
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In this gauge the traceless part A”? of the ordinary dreibein (the physical graviton 
field) appears in E“”°), The trace h = h,,"” is contained in (the @=0 part of) VY and 
has an identical (linearized) transformation law. (In super “conformal” theories the viel- 
bein also undergoes a superscale transformation whose scalar parameter can be used to 
gauge W to 1, still in a globally supersymmetric way. Thus E“”” contains the “confor- 


mal” part of the supergravity multiplet, whereas V contains the traces.) 


d.2. Wess-Zumino gauge 


The above gauge is convenient for calculations where we wish to maintain manifest 
global supersymmetry. However just as in super Yang-Mills theory, we can find a non- 
supersymmetric Wess-Zumino gauge that exhibits the component field content of super- 


gravity most directly. In such a gauge 


V=h+ Ob, -—Ca , 


Bev) = 9 purer) — gr alure) (2.6.18) 


where A and h'”?”) are the remaining parts of the dreibein, w, and wv”) of the grav- 
itino, and a is a scalar auxiliary field. The residual gauge invariance (which maintains 


the above form) is parametrized by 
Kw = gv 4 gb) (2.6.19) 


where €"’(z) parametrizes general spacetime coordinate transformations and e’(z) 


parametrizes local (component) supersymmetry transformations. 


e. Field strengths 


We now return to a study of the geometrical objects of the theory. The field 
strengths for supergravity are supertorsions T ,;° and supercurvatures R 4 rae defined by 
[Va, Ve} =Tap°VotRap Ms . (2.6.20) 

Our determination of V,, in terms of V, (see (2.6.9) ), is equivalent to the constraints 
Pig? S40. ba. a Tae She aw « (2.6.21) 


We need one further constraint to relate the connection ®,3’ (the gauge field for the 
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local Lorentz transformations) to the gauge potential H,” (or vielbein E,™). It turns 


out that such a constraint is 


Pg 0; (2.6.22) 


To solve this constraint, and actually find ® in terms of E,™ it is convenient to make 


some additional definitions: 


[Pasplh=Cyp Ea (2.6.23) 


The constraint (2.6.22) is then solved for @,,7 as follows: First, express [V,,V,,] in 
terms of ®,3’ and the “check” objects of (2.6.23) using (2.6.9). Then, find the coeffi- 
cient of F,, in this expression. The corresponding coefficient of the right-hand side of 


(2.6.20) is jin This gives us the equation 


O€ y O€ 1 Os € 1 6 € 
= Cepy = 5 Dyan on” + 5 Data oy)” 


= Cg@O™,) =0 (2.6.24) 


ii i y a? oe on eas ’ ee) ’ 
(From the Jacobi identity [E(,,{#3,E,}]=0, we have, independent of (2.6.21,22) 


Cta,pyy*® = 0.) We then solve for 6,3’: We multiply (2.6.24) by Cc’ and use the identity 


1 
a5" = 5 (Blas)? — CapB)s). We find 


1 
Day = 3 (C5055) = C sg aya) , (2.6.25) 


the C’s being calculable from (2.6.23) as derivatives of E,”. 


f. Bianchi identities 


The torsions and curvatures are covariant and must be expressible only in terms 
of the physical gauge invariant component field strengths for the graviton and gravitino 
and auxiliary fields. We proceed in two steps: First, we express all the T’s and R’s in 
(2.6.20) in terms of a small number of independent field strengths; then, we analyze the 


content of these superfields. 
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The Jacobi identities for the covariant derivatives explicitly take the form: 
[[Via, Ve}, Vey} =0 . (2.6.26) 


The presence of the constraints in (2.6.21,22) allows us to express all of the nontrivial 
torsion and curvature tensors completely in terms of two superfields R and G,,, (where 
G 


braically solving the constraints plus Jacobi identities (which are the Bianchi identities 


a3 is totally symmetric), and their spinorial derivatives. This is accomplished by alge- 


for the torsions and curvatures). We either repeat the calculations of the Yang-Mills 


case, or we make use of the results there, as follows: 


We observe that the constraint (2.6.21) {V,, Vg} = 27Va, is identical to the Yang- 
Mills constraint (2.4.13,30a). The Jacobi identity [V(.{Vs, V+) }] =0 has the same solu- 
tion as in (2.4.17-20a,31a): 


[Var Vey] = CaypWy , (2.6.27) 
where W, is expanded over the supergravity “generators” iV and iM (the factor 7 is 
introduced to make the generators hermitian): 

Wa =W PIV 5 + WP UV 5, + WagiM," (2.6.28) 
The solution to the Bianchi identities is thus (2.4.33), with the identification (2.6.28). 


The constraint (2.6.22) implies W,27 = 0, and we can “solve” {V°,W,}=0 (see 
(2.4.33b)) explicitly: 


1 . a 
W ag =—_ Cagk 5 W apy = Gopy + 3 CygV Rk 5 V Gas, = 3 iV 3,Rk ; (2.6.29) 


where we have introduced a scalar R and a totally symmetric spinor G,,,. The full 
solution of the Bianchi identities is thus the Yang-Mills solution (2.4.33) with the substi- 


tutions 


iW, = — RV, + 5 (VpR)M.! + Gas M,9 


. 2. 
V Gopy =—_ 3 Vank 


: 2 
(V(aR)V 2) a Cag Vy = 2RiV ag Ti 3 (V?R)M ag 


; 1 
—tfop=— 5 
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1,. 
te PY (AV 4(qR) Mg)? + W op°M 5" (2.6.30) 


where W qg,5 = 5 Via ays) We have used V,Vg = 7Vag — CopV" to find (2.6.30). Indi- 
vidual torsions and curvatures can be read directly from these equations by comparing 


with the definition (2.6.20). Thus, for example, we have 


5, 5 
Rap,” rf oss Sta! TB) 6 


1 
3 
ras = Wag” — 55 (a15p)9 VR + 25 q( iV a) R (2.6.31) 


The 6-independent part of r is the Ricci tensor in a spacetime geometry with (0-inde- 


pendent) torsion. 


In sec. 2.4.a.3 we discussed covariant shifts of the gauge potential. In any gauge 
theory such shifts do not change the transformation properties of the covariant deriva- 
tives and thus are perfectly acceptable; the shifted gauge fields provide an equally good 
description of the theory. In sec. 2.4.a.3 we used the redefinitions to eliminate a field 


strength. Here we redefine the connection ®,,.,° to eliminate Dec by 


apy 
V' op = Vas ze IRM ag . (2.6.32) 


(This corresponds to shifting ®,,. by a term ~€,).R to cancel T,,.; we temporarily make 
use of vector indices “a” to represent traceless bispinors since this makes it clear that the 
shift (2.6.32) is possible only in three dimensions.) The shifted Pon” dropping primes, 


is 
1 4 
fen Wop Solan ha TeV Eee (2.6.33) 


This redefinition of ©,,.° is equivalent to replacing the constraint (2.6.9) with 


apy 


We will find that the analog of the “new” term appears in the constraints for four 
dimensional supergravity (see chapter 5). This is because we can obtain the three 
dimensional theory from the four dimensional one, and there is no shift analogous to 


(2.6.32) possible in four dimensions. 


The superfields R and G 
below) with respect to the two unconstrained superfields © and E“”” of (2.6.15-17). 


a3, are the variations of the supergravity action (see 
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The field equations are R = G,,, = 0; these are solved only by flat space (just as for 


apy 
ordinary gravity in three-dimensional spacetime), so three-dimensional supergravity has 


no dynamics (all fields are auxiliary). 


g. Actions 


We now turn to the construction of actions and their expansion in terms of com- 
ponent fields. As we remarked earlier, in flat superspace the integral of any (scalar) 
superfield expression with the d*zd?6 measure is globally supersymmetric. This is no 
longer true for locally supersymmetric theories. (The new features that arise are not 
specifically limited to local supersymmetry, but are a general consequence of local coor- 


dinate invariance). 


We recall that in our formalism an arbitrary "matter" superfield V transforms 


according to the rule 


Na = Aw ek = ek Ww ek 


K =K™iDy + K.°iM 4° , (2.6.35) 


where D mu Means that we let the differential operator act on everything to its left. (The 
various forms of the transformation law can be seen to be equivalent after power series 
expansion of the exponentials, or by multiplying by a test function and integrating by 
parts). Lagrangians are scalar superfields, and since any Lagrangian JL is constructed 


from superfields and V operators, a Lagrangian transforms in the same way. 
=e De® = eK eK (2.6.36) 


Therefore the integral y d°x d?@ IL is not invariant with respect to our gauge group. To 


find invariants, we consider the vielbein as a square supermatrix in its indices and com- 
pute its superdeterminant E. The following result will be derived in our discussion of 


four-dimensions (see sec. 5.1): 


(B7)' = eK Be *K (1. elk ) 


en (2.6.37) 
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Therefore the product E~' JL transforms in exactly the same way as E7!: 
(BO )'=E 1 Lne® . (2.6.38) 


Since every term but the first one in the power series expansion of the e“ is a total 


derivative, we conclude that up to surface terms 
ee jes OE IL... (2.6.39) 


is invariant. We therefore have a simple prescription for turning any globally supersym- 


metric action into a locally supersymmetric one: 
IL(D ,® ®)] gtobal =e EB IL(V 4® ’ ) ’ (2.6.40) 


in analogy to ordinary gravity. Thus, the action for the scalar multiplet described by eq. 


(2.3.5) takes the covariantized form 
Se= ii dx @’O E[— 5 (V8)? + 5mo? + <0 ; (2.6.41) 


For vector gauge multiplets the simple prescription of replacing flat derivatives D , 
by gravitationally covariant ones V, is sufficient to convert global actions into local 
actions, if we include the Yang-Mills generators in the covariant derivatives, so that they 
are covariant with respect to both supergravity and super- Yang-Mills invariances. How- 
ever, such a procedure is not sufficient for more general gauge multiplets, and in particu- 
lar the superforms of sec. 2.5. On the other hand, it is possible to formulate all gauge 
theories within the superform framework, at least at the abelian level (which is all that 
is relevant for p-forms for p >1). Additional terms due to the geometry of the space 
will automatically appear in the definitions of field strengths. Specifically, the curved- 
space formulation of superforms is obtained as follows: The definitions (2.5.8) hold in 
arbitrary superspaces, independent of any metric structure. Converting (2.5.8) to a tan- 
gent-space basis with the curved space E,™”, we obtain equations that differ from (2.5.9) 
only by the replacement of the flat-space covariant derivatives D, with the curved-space 


ones V 4. 


To illustrate this, let us return to the abelian vector multiplet, now in the presence 


of supergravity. The field strength for the vector multiplet is a 2-form: 
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Tg =. Vola + Velo == 21D ae 5 
Fopy = Val) — VyVop — Posy Te 5 


Dpiss = Val v6 — V 6 a6 oe T ops TB . (2.6.42) 
We again impose the constraint F',3 = 0, which implies 


=iCgW , Wa=sV°V0et BP a ; (2.6.43) 


F 4== 
2 


apy 


where we have used (2.6.30) substituted into (2.4.33). Comparing this to the global field 
strength defined in (2.4.20), we see that a new term proportional to R appears. The 


extra term in W, is necessary for gauge invariance due to the _ identity 
V°V 5Va = 1 : [V°, Vag]. In the global limit the commutator vanishes, but in the local 


case it gives a contribution that is precisely canceled by the contribution of the R term. 
These results can also be obtained by use of derivatives that are covariant with respect 


to both supergravity and super- Yang-Mills. 


We turn now to the action for the gauge fields of local supersymmetry. We expect 


to construct it out of the field strengths G 


1 
that « has dimensions (mass) ? in three dimensions), we deduce for the Poincaré super- 


a3, and R. By dimensional analysis (noting 


gravity action the supersymmetric generalization of the Einstein-Hilbert action: 
2 3,. 729 Bol 
K 


We can check that (2.6.44) leads to the correct component action as follows: 
[ve ETRY WRY or (see (2.6.33)), and thus the gravitational part of the action is 


correct. We can also add a supersymmetric cosmological term 


S cosmo = a jes COE (2.6.45) 


K2 


which leads to an equations of motion R = A, Gg, = 0. The only solution to this equa- 


apy 
tion (in three dimensions) is empty anti-deSitter space: From (2.6.33), 


r= oN 5 W apy = 0. 


and R. For 


example, the analog of the gauge-invariant mass term for the Yang-Mills multiplet exists 


Higher-derivative actions are possible by using other functions of G,,, 
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here and is obtained by the replacements in (2.4.38) (along with, of course, jes a0 
— jes aoe 

DyiT; 04,112 , Wail; Gog? + = (Vs R)iM,° . (2.6.46) 
This gives 


Spee 2 cess 4 
moss = : Ba dO ENG)? (Gas’ + 35a" VaR — EPs" Bac)q") - (2.6.47) 
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2.7. Quantum superspace 


a. Scalar multiplet 


In this section we discuss the derivation of the Feynman rules for three-dimen- 
sional superfield perturbation theory. Since the starting point, the superfield action, is 
so much like a component (ordinary field theory) action, it is possible to read off the 
rules for doing Feynman supergraphs almost by inspection. However, as an introduction 
to the four-dimensional case we use the full machinery of the functional integral. After 
deriving the rules we apply them to some one-loop graphs. The manipulations that we 
perform on the graphs are typical and illustrate the manner in which superfields handle 
the cancellations and other simplifications due to supersymmetry. For more details, we 


refer the reader to the four-dimensional discussion in chapter 6. 


a.1. General formalism 


The Feynman rules for the scalar superfield can be read directly from the 
Lagrangian: The propagator is defined by the quadratic terms, and the vertices by the 
interactions. The propagator is an operator in both x and @ space, and at the vertices 
we integrate over both x and 6. By Fourier transformation we change the x integration 
to loop-momentum integration, but we leave the @ integration alone. (@ can also be 
Fourier transformed, but this causes little change in the rules: see sec. 6.3.) We now 


derive the rules from the functional integral. 


We begin by considering the generating functional for the massive scalar superfield 


® with arbitrary self-interaction : 


Z(J) = [me exp [ eae [5 PDO + imo? + f(®) + JO] 


} DD® exp (So() + Sivr(®) + i J®) 


= exp (Siva) [we exp [[ $OD? + mo + JO ; Qn) 


In the usual fashion we complete the square, do the (functional) Gaussian integral over 


®, and obtain 
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2(J) = exp [Srer(57)] ex [- f daa J a (2.7.2) 


2. De? +m 
Using eq.(2.2.6) we can write 


1 D?—m 


— = = 2.7.3 
D?+m O-m? ( ) 


(Note D? behaves just as 0 in conventional field theory.) We obtain, in momentum 


space, the following Feynman rules: 


Propagator: 
a an | Geek je a is 0) 
bJ(k,0) dJ(—k, 6’) (27) 2 * k2 +m? 
_ D=™ 19_ 9 (2.7.4) 
— k2 +m? , ee 


Vertices: An interaction term, e.g. [@ad’ SD°SD’S.-- , gives a vertex with 


lines leaving it, with the appropriate operators D°, D”’, etc. acting on the corresponding 
lines, and an integral over d?6. The operators D, which appear in the propagators, or 
are coming from a vertex and act on a specific propagator with momentum k leaving 


that vertex, depend on that momentum: 


_ oO 
«AG 


D + O° kag. (2.7.5) 


In addition we have loop-momentum integrals to perform. 


In general we find it convenient to calculate the effective action. It is obtained in 
standard fashion by a Legendre transformation on the generating functional for con- 
nected supergraphs W(J) and it consists of a sum of one-particle-irreducible contribu- 
tions obtained by amputating external line propagators, replacing them by external field 


;, Therefore, it will have the form 


factors ®(p,,0;), and integrating over p, , 6;. 


1 f[ d°p,--- dp, 
(8) =o Ff PE Os 20, B01, 81) --- (Po) 


x (2m)? 6(S° Di) I] i; oF I] | €6T [propagators T] vertices (2.7.6) 


loops internal vertices 
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As we have already mentioned, all of this can be read directly from the action, by anal- 


ogy with the derivation of the usual Feynman rules. 


The integrand in the effective action is a priori a nonlocal function of the z’s (non- 
polynomial in the p’s) and of the 6,,---0, . However, we can manipulate the 6-integra- 
tions so as to exhibit it explicitly as a functional of the ®’s all evaluated at a single com- 
mon @ as follows: A general multiloop integral consists of vertices labeled 7, 1 +1, con- 
nected by propagators which contain factors 6(6;—6,,,) with operators D, acting on 
them. Consider a particular loop in the diagram and examine one line of that loop. 


The factors of D can be combined by using the result (“transfer” rule): 
Do(8;,k)5(8; — 8:41) = — Do (Biv —h)5(8;— Bisa) (2.7.7) 


as well as the rules of eq.(2.2.6), after which we have at most two factors of D acting at 
one end of the line. At the vertex where this end is attached these D’s can be integrated 
by parts onto the other lines (or external fields) using the Leibnitz rule (and some care 
with minus signs since the D’s anticommute). Then the particular 6-function no longer 
has any derivatives acting on it and can be used to do the 9; integration, thus effectively 
"shrinking" the (0;,0;,;) line to a point in 6-space. We can repeat this procedure on 
each line of the loop, integrating by parts one at a time and shrinking. This will gener- 
ate a sum of terms, from the integration by parts. The procedure stops when in each 
term we are left with exactly two lines, one with 6(6, —6,,) which is free of any deriva- 
tives, and one with 6(6,,—0,) which may carry zero, one, or two derivatives. We now 


use the rules (which follow from the definition 6?(@) = — 6°), 


0°(0; Fae Om)O° (On a 91) = 0 ’ 
0°(0; =, On) Deo (0, 4 oy) = 0 ’ 


5?(01 —Qm) D?5?(8m — 63) = 8°(0,—Om) (2.7.8) 


Thus, in those terms where we are left with no D or one D we get zero, while in the 
terms in which we have a D? acting on one of the 6-functions, multiplied by the other 
6-function, we use the above result. We are left with the single d-function, which we can 


use to do one more @ integration, thus finally reducing the 6-space loop to a point. 
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The procedure can be repeated loop by loop, until the whole multiloop diagram 


has been reduced to one point in 6-space, giving a contribution to the effective action 


d°p, ras dD, 
ree) = f ee a 


x G(pi, pa iB) D(p,, 6) -_ -D°S(p;, ) - - D’®(p;,) aes (2.7.9) 


where G is obtained by doing ordinary loop-momentum integrals, with some momentum 
factors in the numerators coming from anticommutators of D’s arising in the previous 


manipulation. 


a.2. Examples 


We give now two examples, in a massless model with ®° interactions, to show how 
the @ manipulation works. The first one is the calculation of a self-energy correction 


represented by the graph in Fig. 2.7.1 


k+p 


Fig. 2.7.1 


d®k D?5(0—6') D°s(6’— 6) 
(27)? k? (k +p) 


= d°p 20,7201 ! 
ry = d°Od°0'®(—p, 0’) ®(p, 8) 


Ons (2.7.10) 


The terms involving @ can be manipulated as follows, using integration by parts: 


D?5(0 — 6’) D?5(6' — 6) ®(p, 8) 


ore . D°5(8 — 6") [D,,D?6(0' — 0) ®(p, 0) + D?5(6' — 0) D,,®(p, 9)] 
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= 6(0—6')[(D*)’5(8' — 8) ®(p, 6) + D°D*5(' — 0) D,.®(p, #) 


+ D?5(0’—0)D?®(p,0)] . (2.71) 


However, using (D?)? = — k* and D®*D? = ke Dig we see that according to the rules in 


eq. (2.7.8) only the last term contributes. We find 


d°k 1 


Cnt Rear (2.7.12) 


d°p 2 2 
ee if Sr @0%(—p, #)D o(p,6) | 


Doing the integration by parts explicitly can become rather tedious and it is 
preferable to perform it by indicating D’s and moving them directly on the graphs. We 
show this in Fig. 2.7.2: 


D? 
D. 2 
car O ie @ ahs Ox 
D? D? Dp D° 1D 


Fig. 2.7.2 


D? 


Only the last diagram gives a contribution. One further rule is useful in this procedure: 
In general, after integration by parts, various D-factors end up in different places in the 
final expression and one has to worry about minus signs introduced in moving them past 
each other. The overall sign can be fixed at the end by realizing that we start with a 
particular ordering of the D’s and we can examine what happened to this ordering at 


the end of the calculation. For example, we may start with an expression such as 
Di acirow peter. 2 5 D°Da+++ 5 D8Dg + DD, + and end up with 


D?... D8... DY... D D,-+-Dg-++ where the various D’s act on different fields. The 


a "i 

overall sign can obviously be determined by just counting the number of transpositions. 
For example, in the case above we would end up with a plus sign. Note that this rule 
also applies if factors such as k,, arise, provided one pays attention to the manner in 
which they were produced (e.g., at which end of the line were the D’s acting? Did it 


come from D,D,, or from D,D,?). 


Our second example is the three-point diagram below, which we manipulate as 


shown in the sequence of Fig. 2.7.3: 
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D2 


Fig. 2.7.8 


At the first stage we have integrated by parts the D? off the bottom line and immedi- 
ately replaced (D*)? by O = — k?. At the second stage we have integrated by parts the 
D? off the right side, but kept only those terms that are not zero: The bottom line has 
already been shrunk to a point by the corresponding 6-function (but we need not indi- 
cate this explicitly; any line that has no D’s on it can be considered as having been 
shrunk) and in the end we keep only terms with exactly two factors of D in the loop. For 
the middle diagram this means using DD? Dy = Dykg,D" = — hig ld + aterm with no 
D’s which may be dropped. The integrand in the effective action can be written then as 
dk i 


/ (2r)3 (kt pho py? P® O)[ — ®(p;, 0) ®(po, 0) k? 


— D°®(p,, 9) D°®(py, Okay + D°®(p,,0)D°®(p2, 8)] (2.7.13) 
and only the k-momentum integral remains to be done. 


In general, the loop-momentum integrals may have to be regularized. The proce- 
dure we use, which is guaranteed to preserve supersymmetry, is to do all the D-manipu- 
lations first, until we reduce the effective action to an integral over a single @ of an 
expression that is a product of superfields, and therefore manifestly supersymmetric. 


The remaining loop-momentum integrals may then be regularized in any manner 


52 2. A TOY SUPERSPACE 


whatsoever, e.g., by using dimensional regularization. We shall discuss the issues 
involved in this kind of regularization in sec. 6.6. An alternative procedure, somewhat 
cumbersome in its application but better understood, is supersymmetric Pauli-Villars 
regularization. In three dimensions this is applicable even to gauge theories, since gauge 


invariant mass terms exist. 


b. Vector multiplet 


Nothing new is encountered in the derivation or application of the Feynman 
rules. However, the derivation must be preceded by quantization, i.e., introduction of 


gauge-fixing terms and Faddeev-Popov ghosts, which we now discuss. 


We begin with the classical action 
Sc= “tr i @rd20W? . (2.7.14) 


The gauge invariance is 6, = V,K and, by direct analogy with the ordinary Yang-Mills 
case, we can choose the gauge-fixing function F = wr, . We use an averaging proce- 


dure which leads to a gauge-fixing term without dimensional parameters, FD°F, and 


obtain, for the quadratic action, 


1 141 : Tics 
S» = fir [ xi’ eG D°D T;) (5 DDT) 
1,1 1 
= = (5 D'Ts)D*(5 D'T,)] 


1 
qe 


1 ikem 1 sheer 
: tr f aaao(g a+ Yr Beal 10f DT | (2:7.15) 


1 
2 


Various choices of the gauge parameter a are possible: The choice a =—1 gives the 
kinetic term 5 Tid, , while the choice a = 1 gives =rOr., which results in the 
simplest propagator. 


The Faddeev-Popov action is simply 
Spp= “tr / d°ad°0 c'(x, 0) 5 D°Vecla, 0). 3 (2.7216) 


with two scalar multiplet ghosts. (Note that in a background-field formulation of the 
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theory, similar to the one we discuss in sec. 6.5, one would replace the operator D? in 
the gauge fixing term by the background-covariant operator V’, and this would give rise 


to a third, Nielsen-Kallosh, ghost as well.) 


The Feynman rules are now straightforward to obtain. The ghost propagator is 
conventional, following from the quadratic ghost kinetic term c’D?c, while the gauge 


field propagator is 
(9-6) . Q7A7) 


Vertices can be read off from the interaction terms. The gauge-field self-interactions (in 


the nonabelian case ) are 


} a g 1 a 5 
@ Live = — 7 DIDT, [T? , DT] — 5 D'IDT, [I {Tea}! 


1 et he Pied una 
— 3x11", DP J(P?, Dea] + G(T, DL }(T?,{Ts,To}] 


say Ges eae Sera bm eo (2.7.18) 
those of the ghosts are 
FL ne eee SoD, ,c (2.7.19) 
while those of a complex scalar field are 


@ Lr = B(V? — D*)® = B[-"D, - 15 (DT,) -P7IG (2.7.20) 
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3. REPRESENTATIONS OF SUPERSYMMETRY 


3.1. Notation 
An i for ani, and a 2 for a 2. 


We now turn to four dimensions. Our treatment will be entirely self-contained; it 
will not assume familiarity with our three-dimensional toy. Although supersymmetry is 
more complicated in four dimensions than in three, because we give a more detailed dis- 
cussion, some general aspects of the theory may be easier to understand. We begin by 


giving the notation and conventions we use throughout the rest of the work. 


a. Index conventions 


Our index conventions are as follows: The simplest nontrivial representation of 
the Lorentz group, the two-component complex (Weyl) spinor representation (5,0) of 


SL(2,C), is labeled by a two-valued (+ or -) lower-case Greek index (e.g., W° =(w*,wW )), 


and the complex-conjugate representation (0, 5) is labeled by a dotted index 


(b= (p*,W)). A four-component Dirac spinor is the combination of an undotted 


spinor with a dotted one (5 , 0)B(0, 5): and a Majorana spinor is a Dirac spinor where 


the dotted spinor is the complex conjugate of the undotted one. An arbitrary irre- 
ducible representation (A,B) is then conveniently represented by a quantity with 2A 
undotted indices and 2B dotted indices, totally symmetric in its undotted indices and in 
its dotted indices. An example is the self-dual second-rank antisymmetric tensor (1,0), 
which is represented by a second-rank symmetric spinor f“’. (The choice of self-dual vs. 
anti-self-dual follows from Wick rotation from Euclidean space, where the sign is unam- 


biguous.) 


Another example is the vector G : 5) labeled with one undotted and one dotted 


index, e.g., V°*. A real vector satisfies the hermiticity condition yw — 7-8 — ped. As 
a shorthand notation, we often use an underlined lower-case Roman index to indicate a 
vector index which is a composite of the corresponding undotted and dotted spinor 
indices: e.g., V®=V°*. We consider such an index merely as an abbreviation: It may 


appear on one side of an equation while the explicit pair of spinor indices appears on the 
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other, or it may be contracted with an explicit pair of spinor indices. When discussing 
Lorentz noncovariant quantities (as, e.g., in light-cone formalisms), we sometimes label 


the values of a vector index as follows: 


VST VV =) BWV BV Ee ks (3.1.1) 


where V" is the complex conjugate of V’, and V* are real in Minkowski space (but V* 
is the complex conjugate of V~ in Wick-rotated Euclidean space). More generally, we 


can relate a vector label @ in an arbitrary basis, where a #ad, to the ad basis by a set 


of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, the Pauli matrices: We define 


: : +170 b b . 
for fields: V°* = avy! aS oa ; 
ee b : 
for derivatives: O., =F gg9, » A= 570 Oa ‘ 
: +d b b : 
for coordinates: «°° = sos 9: SOS ea = (3.1.2a) 
The Pauli matrices satisfy 
* © - b ap 4 
Ga 00, 9 te ety SOOO x (3.126) 


These conventions lead to an unusual normalization of the Yang-Mills gauge coupling 
constant g, since 


0, _ 1g ots a a = @ 2(Oy = igV >») 


b 
Vi2=0,.--i9V,2=0 2 
aa aval g aa aa 0 4/2 0 


and hence our g is V2 times the usual one @. (We use the summation convention: Any 
index of any type appearing twice in the same term, once contravariant (as a super- 


script) and once covariant (as a subscript), is summed over.) 


Next to Lorentz indices, the type of indices we most frequently use are isospin 
indices: internal symmetry indices, usually for the group SU(N) or U(N). These are 
represented by lower-case Roman letters, without underlining. We use an underlined 
index only to indicate a composite index, an abbreviation for a pair of indices. In addi- 


tion to the vector index defined above, we define a composite spinor-isospinor index by 


an underlined lower-case Greek index (undotted or dotted): yS=w%, pia," 
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Wa = Wineis We = We, 


b. Superspace 


We define N-extended superspace to be a space with both the usual real com- 
muting spacetime coordinates ee = gta *- and anticommuting coordinates 6°° = 6% 
(and their complex conjugates @* = (6%)') which transform as a spinor and an N-com- 
ponent isospinor. To denote these coordinates collectively we introduce supervector 


indices, using upper-case Roman letters: 
z’ = (2%,0%,0%) , (3.1.3a) 
and the corresponding partial derivatives 


On — (3 ’ Oo ’ Os) ’ O42 = oa” ; (3.1.3b) 


where the nonvanishing parts of 6,4? are Of ba" =6,°5,", and 54° = 6,762". The deriva- 
tives are defined to satisfy a graded Leibnitz rule, given by expressing differentiation as 


graded commutation: 


(OgxY) Slog, x7) Slog SY Se oy) (3.1.4a) 


where (—)*4 is — when both X and 0, are anticommuting, and + otherwise, and the 
graded commutator [A,B} = AB — (—)4? BA is the anticommutator {A,B} when A 
and B are both operators with fermi statistics, and the commutator [A, B] otherwise. 
Eq. (3.1.4a) follows from writing each (anti)commutator as a difference (sum) of two 


terms. The partial derivatives also satisfy graded commutation relations: 


[O4,0p}=0 . (3.1.4b) 


c. Symmetrization and antisymmetrization 


Our notation for symmetrizing and antisymmetrizing indices is as follows: Sym- 
metrization is indicated by parentheses ( ), while antisymmetrization is indicated by 
brackets [ ]. By symmetrization we mean simply the sum over all permutations of 
indices, without additional factors (and similarly for antisymmetrization, with the appro- 
priate permutation signs). All indices between parentheses (brackets) are to be 


(anti)symmetrized except those between vertical lines | |. For example, A(qjgB45) = 
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AugB45+AsgBy.- In addition, just as it is convenient to define the graded commutator 
[A, B}, we define graded antisymmetrization | ) to be a sum of permutations with a plus 
sign for any transposition of two spinor indices, and a minus sign for any other kind of 


pair. 


d. Conjugation 


When working with operators with fermi statistics, the only type of complex con- 
jugation that is usually defined is hermitian conjugation. It is defined so that the hermi- 
tian conjugate of a product is the product of the hermitian conjugates of the factors in 
reverse order. For anticommuting c-numbers hermitian conjugation again is the most 
natural form of complex conjugation. We denote the operation of hermitian conjugation 
by a dagger ', and indicate the hermitian conjugate of a given spinor by a bar: 
(w*)t =", or (x“)' =. In particular, this applies to the coordinates 6 and @ intro- 
duced above. Hermitian conjugation of an object with many (upper) spinor indices is 


defined as for a product of spinors: 
(yt yt GPE = yg Ph Pah «+ hy 


= (—1)380-D44K-D]y, 8 ek Pep ™ ae pio (3.1.5a) 
and hence 
(yereiBi-Beyt = (—1) 9G -D 48-1 Gr Bid 8 ; (3.1.5b) 


In addition, isospin indices for SU(N) go from upper to lower, or vice versa, upon her- 
mitian conjugation. Hermitian conjugation of partial derivatives follows from the reality 
of a = (042°) = [D4 3 an 


Cer he os) ae (3.1.6a) 
where (—)“ is —1 for spinor indices and +1 otherwise: 
(Q)'=-8 , (A)'=+0q . (3.1.6b) 


Hermitian conjugation as applied to general operators is defined by 


[ ov = [Oe ; (3.1.7) 
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where the integration is over the appropriate space (as will be described in sec. 3.7) and 


XY is the hermitian conjugate of the function x, as defined above. 
Since integration defines not only a sesquilinear (hermitian) metric / yw on the 


space of functions, as used to define a Hilbert space, but also a bilinear metric / x, we 


can also define the transpose of an operator: 


[ove [eon | (3.1.8) 


where + is — for O and x anticommuting, + otherwise. When the operator is expressed 
as a matrix, the hermitian conjugate and transpose take their familiar forms. We can 


also define complex conjugation of an operator: 
Ox=+0*Z , (3.1.9) 


with + as in (3.1.8). For c-numbers we have y'=~ and w*=w. For partial deriva- 
tives, integration by parts implies (0,)'=— 0,4. In general, we also have the relation 
O*'=Ol, and the ordering relations (0,;O,)' = + 0,'0,' and (O,0,) *=+ 0, * O4*, as 
well as the usual (O,0,)' =O,'0,!. 


e. Levi-Civita tensors and index contractions 


There is only one nontrivial invariant matrix in SL(2,C), the antisymmetric sym- 
bol Cg (and its complex conjugate and their inverses), due to the volume-preserving 
nature of the group (unit determinant). Similarly, for SU(N) we have the antisymmet- 


ric symbol C' (and its complex conjugate). In addition we find it useful to introduce 


a1...aN 


the antisymmetric symbol of SL(2N,C)DSU(N)®SL(2,C), C 


commutativity, it appears in the antisymmetric product of the 2N 6’s of N-extended 


a)... Because of anti- 


supersymmetry. These objects satisfy the following relations: 


Cap =Cyy 1 Capl” = FaS py" 5 (3.1.10a) 
ig see = Cree ’ Ox, pire Ss Sta; rere Onan" 3 (3.1.10b) 
Oaictag _ OR ke Z Cregg cere a Sa," as eae . (3.1.10c) 


The SZ(2N,C) symbol can be expressed in terms of the others: 
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1 
C aie: stony = NIN +1)! (Cig ae wnt mee ened a Cereus 
+ permutations of a;) . (3.1.11) 
The magnitudes of the C’s are fixed by the conventions 
Ogee 3 Cpe SO 4 (3.142) 


which set the absolute values of their components to 0 or 1. 
We have the following relation for the product of all the 6’s (because {6°, 6°} = 0, 
the square of any one component of 6 vanishes): 


a Q2N Nn ---O4 1 it 2N 
gu... Qe — CO (ot CBaw6i 2" OF ) 


= Cen ag? (3.1.13) 


’ 


and a similar relation for 9, where, up to a phase factor, 07" is simply the product of all 
the 6’s. Our conventions for complex conjugation of the C’s imply 6?%'=6?". Although 
seldom needed (except for expressing the SZ(2,C)®SU(N) covariants in terms of covari- 
ants of a subgroup, as, e.g., when performing dimensional reduction or using a light-cone 
formalism), we can fix the phases (up to signs) in the definition of the C’s by the follow- 


ing conventions: 


Cp=C 


ap 


exe =C > Cy. =O . (3.1.14) 


In particular, we take 
0-2 
Cpe (' 3) (3.1.15) 


For N = 1 we have 6? = 5 Cpa8°0° =i0"0-. Cy is thus the SL(2,C’) metric, and can be 


used for raising and lowering spinor indices: 


Wy = WC 0 ’ y = CK wb, ’ (3.1.16a) 


We 7 Cs, ’ p _ Cbs 5 (3.1.16c) 
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PSP UHTD , P= SCP =i = 50 FHT (3.1.16d) 
Va = VCC, = Va 5 V2 = C*C#Y, = n®V, , (3.1.16e) 

V-W=V°W,=W-V , 

V2 =F mgV2VE = 5 V8V, = SV V =VAV-409V7 = — det (3.1.16f) 


(As indicated by these equations, we contract indices with the contravariant index first.) 
Our unusual definition of the square of a vector is useful for spinor algebra, but we cau- 
tion the reader not to confuse it with the standard definition. In particular, we define 
O= 5 O40, (However, when we transform (with a nonunimodular transformation) to a 
cartesian basis, then we have the usual 0) = O Oy For the coordinates, we have 
= ee Our conventions are convenient for superfield calculations, but may lead to 


a few unusual component normalizations. ) 


Defining 


d= 5'0,; , oO =5,20% : (3.1.17) 


af 


we have the identities 
O",=6°0 , 04d,,=6°0 . (3.1.18) 


From (3.1.10a) we obtain the frequently used relation 


PiaXa) = Cpa(C by xs) = Coalbns) (3.1.19) 


which is the Weyl-spinor form of the Fierz identities. Similar relations follow from 


(3.1.10b,c). 


The complex conjugation properties of Cg imply that the complex conjugates of 
covariant (lower index) spinors, including spinor partial derivatives (cf. (3.1.6)), have an 


additional minus sign: 


(b)i =—ve - (3.1.20) 


From (3.1.11) and (3.1.18), or directly from the fact that antisymmetric symbols define 
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determinants (det ys = (det yosyn =(—-V’)%), we have the following identity: 


hyp 5 On eae s Qe bon = Ct 22Nn (_ oO)” : (3.1.21) 


Finally, we define the SO(3,1) Levi-Civita tensor as 


) o) 


€abed = UCa5C 3,0 5 5C 4s = Capo wC g3C 5 


BY 


€abed ecfgh = bia by26 26 a)" é (3.1.22) 


62 3. REPRESENTATIONS OF SUPERSYMMETRY 


3.2. The supersymmetry groups 


Lie algebras and Lie groups play an important role in field theory; groups such as 
the Poincaré group [SO(3,1), the Lorentz group SO(3,1), SU(3) and SU(2)@U(1) are 
familiar. The new feature needed for supersymmetry is a generalization of Lie algebras 
to super-Lie algebras (also called graded Lie algebras; however, this term is sometimes 


used in a different way). 


a. Lie algebras 


A Lie algebra consists of a set of generators {Q,}, A =1,...,M. These objects 
close under an antisymmetric binary operation called a Lie bracket; we write it as a 


commutator: 
She hg | Se = OO. 3 (32.1) 
The Lie algebra is defined by its structure constants f,, °: 
[24 Qe) =F fan ® Qe . (3:22) 
The structure constants are restricted by the Jacobi identities 


tie dee sides Noe as don SO (3.2.3) 


which follow from 
Se eg Olay ee |e Oe ey Oi | Ee 50s 82a |= 0g (3.2.4) 


The generators form a basis for vectors of the form K = \*,, where the \* are coordi- 
nates in the Lie algebra which are usually taken to commute with the generators Q,. In 
most physics applications they are taken to be real, complex, or quaternionic numbers. 
Because the structure constants satisfy the Jacobi identities, it is always possible to rep- 
resent the generators as matrices. We can then exponentiate the Lie algebra into a Lie 
group with elements g = e’“; in general, different representations of the Lie algebra will 
give rise to Lie groups with different topological structures. If a set of fields ®(x) trans- 
forms linearly under the action of the Lie group, we say ®(z) is in or carries a represen- 


tation of the group. Abstractly, we write 


®'(r) = e'*O(r)e™ ; (3:2:5) 
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to give this meaning, we must specify the action of the generators on ®, i.e.,[Q, ,®]. For 
example, if K is a matrix representation and ® is a column vector, the expression above 


is to be interpreted as ®’ = e’“®. 


b. Super-Lie algebras 


For supersymmetry we generalize and consider super-Lie algebras. The essential 
new feature is that now the Lie bracket of some generators is symmetric. Those genera- 
tors whose bracket is symmetric are called fermionic; the rest are bosonic. We write the 


bracket as a graded commutator 
[D4 Op F = 2,2, — Gar 0,2, = Qs Q3) : (3.2.6) 


The structure constants of the super-Lie algebra obey super-Jacobi identities that follow 


from: 


0 = 5 (—)* [[%, ,%} Ay} 


(= )P° [124 Me Fs Qe FA CH)? [Me Qe FM FA (PO M6 Ma FOF - (3.2.7) 


Again, we can define a vector space with the generators 2, acting as a basis; however, 
in this case the coordinates A* associated with the fermionic generators are anticommut- 
ing numbers or Grassmann parameters that anticommute with each other and with the 
fermionic generators. Grassmann parameters commute with ordinary numbers and 
bosonic generators; these properties ensure that K = A*Q, is bosonic. Formally, we 
obtain super-Lie group elements by exponentiation of the algebra as we do for Lie 


groups. 


c. Super-Poincaré algebra 


Field theories in ordinary spacetime are usually symmetric under the action of a 
spacetime symmetry group: the Poincaré group for massive theories in flat space, the 
conformal group for massless theories, and the deSitter group for theories in spaces of 
constant curvature. For supersymmetry, we consider extensions of these groups to 
supergroups. These were investigated by Haag, Lopuszanski, and Sohnius, who classified 
the most general symmetries possible (actually, they considered symmetries of the S- 


matrix and generalized the Coleman-Mandula theorem on unified internal and spacetime 
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symmetries to include super-Lie algebras). They proved that the most general 


super-Poincaré algebra contains, in addition to {J4,, FyyP sh (the generators of the 
Poincaré group), N fermionic spinorial generators Q,, (and their hermitian conjugates 
—Q";), where a = 1,...,N is an isospin index, and at most 5 N(N — 1) complex central 


charges (called central because they commute with all generators in the theory) 


Z ab = — Ziq. The algebra is: 


{Qua Q" 5} = b; P ; (3.2.8a) 
{Qaa1@oa} = CopZar , (3.2.8b) 
[Qaas Pas] = [Pass Pagal = [Fags 9c] =0 5 (3.2.8c) 
[Jags Qey] = 5 iC (a Qep) ; (3.2.8d) 
[Jaa sPaa] = 5 iCxaP 3 (3.2.8e) 
Fass J?) = — 5 eal Ty) , (3.2.8f) 
[Faas F553] = [Z,Zca] = [2,2] =0 . (3.2.82) 


The essential ingredients in the proof are the Coleman-Mandula theorem (which restricts 
the bosonic parts of the algebra), and the super-Jacobi identities. The N =1 case is 
called simple supersymmetry, whereas the N > 1 case is called extended supersymmetry. 
Central charges can arise only in the case of extended (N > 1) supersymmetry. The 


supersymmetry generators @ act as “square roots” of the momentum generators P. 


d. Positivity of the energy 


A direct consequence of the algebra is the positivity of the energy in supersym- 
metric theories. The simplest way to understand this result is to note that the total 


energy € can be written as 


pe ane, 8. ab poe — _ 1 of : 
(Pt — P-)=55 PM =-S5MP (3.2.9) 


€= =i 


Nle 
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Since a 3 can be obtained from the anticommutator of spinor charges, we have 


1 ap alin 1 
€=- aN? {Qa ’ Q Ai = oN 10 ee ’ (Qie)'} (3.2.10) 
(we use Q°; = —(Q,,)'). The right hand side of eq. (3.2.10) is manifestly non-negative: 
For any operator A and any state |W >, 


<Wl{A, A} > = So(< YAln >< nA > + < yAlln >< nl Aly >) 


=i( < nlAtlp > P+ | <nlAly >|?) . (3.2.11) 


Hence, € is also nonnegative. Further, if supersymmetry is unbroken, Q must annihilate 
the vacuum; in this case, (3.2.10) leads to the conclusion that the vacuum energy van- 
ishes. Although this argument is formal, it can be made more precise; indeed, it is possi- 
ble to characterize supersymmetric theories by the condition that the vacuum energy 


vanish. 


e. Superconformal algebra 


For massless theories, Haag, Lopuszanski, and Sohnius showed what form exten- 
sions of the conformal group can take: The generators of the superconformal groups 
K .,A) (these are the 


consist of the generators of the conformal group (P_;,Jag,J 


af z ag 2 a8 
generators of the Poincaré algebra, the special conformal boost generators, and the dila- 


tion generator), 2N spinor generators (Q,,,5°°) (and their hermitian conjugates 


—Q"., a§.8 with a total of 8N components), and N? further bosonic charges (A, T7’,”) 


where T° = 0. The algebra has structure constants defined by the following (anti)com- 


mutators: 
(aye 4. ASP Sr San” |, (3.2.12a) 
{Qaa 1 8°} = — 16,5(Io9 + 5 5.°A) — 560°6°(1— )A + 25.°T,! (3.2.12b) 
(T,?, 87) = 5 (54°57 = = 65'S) (3.2.12c) 
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Asa ee 5 (Asa se (3.2.12d) 
(Ja? SN = Fi al"S% , [Pag SN = 5.70 , (3.2.12¢) 
Pa’ Qe] = — (5. Qay — ~54°Qes) ; (3.2.12£) 
A,Qeul=-5@e > [AQul=t5Qer » (3.2.128) 
DP ON So Ou 5. IK On 978. (3.2.12h) 
pe Aa ee (3.2.12i) 
[A, Ke) =-ike* , [A,P..) =iPos , (3.2.12}) 
[Fao KM] = — 2 16,11K Bee ee) gare (3.2.12k) 
Fond | a= 5 (a Ty) , (3.2.121) 
[Pig KPA] = i(5 22 Ta? + by Ta? + 5g°5x2A) = i(T ge + 6,2A) . (3.2.12m) 


All other (anti)commutators vanish or are found by hermitian conjugation. 


The superconformal algebra contains the super-Poincaré algebra as a subalgebra; 
however, in the superconformal case, there are no central charges (this is a direct conse- 
quence of the Jacobi identities). In the same way that the supersymmetry generators Q 
act as “square roots” of the translation generators P, the S-supersymmetry generators S 
act as “square roots” of the special conformal generators K. The new bosonic charges A 
and T,° generate phase rotations of the spinors (axial or y; rotations) and SU(N) trans- 
formations respectively (all but the SO(N) subgroup of the SU(N) is axial). For N = 4, 
the axial charge A drops out of the {Q,5} anticommutator whereas the [Q, A] and 


[S , A] commutators are N independent. The normalization of A is chosen such that 


1 1 1 
Tp + qa A generates U(N) (e.g., [T,’ + 700 As Qeyl =— 5 90 Gay): 
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f. Super-deSitter algebra 


Finally, we turn to the supersymmetric extension of the deSitter algebra. The 


generators of this algebra are the generators of the deSitter algebra (P, af , J), spinorial 
generators (Q, 0), and 5 N(N —1) bosonic SO(N) charges T » =—T a. They can be 
constructed out of the superconformal algebra (just as the super-Poincaré algebra is a 
subalgebra of the superconformal algebra, so is the super-deSitter algebra). We can 
define the generators of the super-deSitter algebra as the following linear combinations 


of the superconformal generators: 


Poa = Pie aT JA)? aa ’ Os = Oi oe rap So ’ 


Jeg = J ap ’ T~ = Sep lal ’ (3.2.13) 


where, since we break SU(N) to SO(N), we have lowered the isospin indices of the 
superconformal generators with a kronecker delta. (We could also formally maintain 
SU(N) invariance by using instead 2,, satisfying A,,=A,, and A,.A°°~4,’, with 
Xap = AOgp in an appropriate SU(N) frame.) Thus we find the following algebra: 


{Qua , Ona} = 2N(—i Jag oh CAs) , (3.2.14a) 
{Qoa Qa} =5.P.s , (3.2.14b) 
Qua P gs] = — Cap5a0 "5 (3.2.14c) 
Fag» Gol = 51CyaQep) (3.2.14d) 
Jah Pia tC eP ae 5 (3.2.14e) 
[Pog s Pos = — 22A?(Cagdas + Casas) » (3.2.14£) 
[Fas , J ss, 5 aT)? . (3.2.14¢) 
Peal = 5 ouOuys (3.2.14h) 
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n~ 1 ie wut . 
[Poss Teal = 5 (e[eT aa — Satel'ays) (3.2.14) 


This algebra, in contrast to the superconformal and super-Poincaré cases, depends on a 
dimensional constant \. Physically, |A|? is the curvature of the deSitter space. (Actu- 
ally, the sign is such that the relevant space is the space of constant negative curvature, 
or anti-deSitter space. This is a consequence of supersymmetry: The algebra deter- 


mines the relative sign in the combination P + |\|?K above.) 
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3.3. Representations of supersymmetry 


a. Particle representations 


Before discussing field representations of supersymmetry, we study the particle 
content of Poincaré supersymmetric theories. We analyze representations of the super- 
symmetry group in terms of representations of its Poincaré subgroup. Because P? is a 
Casimir operator of supersymmetry (it commutes with all the generators), all elements 


of a given irreducible representation will have the same mass. 


a.1. Massless representations 


We first consider massless representations. We then can choose a Lorentz frame 
where the only nonvanishing component of the momentum p, is p,. In this frame the 


anticommutation relations of the supersymmetry generators are 


Lead ’ Qy,} = 0 ’ tO i ’ Q’ +} = DOa ’ 
eae ’ Q,-} = 0 ’ 1g ’ Q’ +} = 0 ’ 


(Qos ’ Q,-} = 0 ’ tO) ’ Q’ +} =0. (3.3.1) 


Since the anticommutator of Q,_ with its hermitian conjugate vanishes, Q,. must van- 
ish identically on all physical states: From (3.2.11) we have the result that 


0=<¥I{A, A}d> = So <nlAtly > [P+] < nlAly > |?) 


n 


= <nlAlb>=<nlAlly>=0. (3.3;2) 


On the other hand, Q,, and its hermitian conjugate satisfy the standard anticommuta- 
tion relations for annihilation and creation operators, up to normalization factors (with 
the exception of the case p,=0, which in this frame means p,=0 and describes the 
physical vacuum). We can thus consider a state, the Clifford vacuum |C >, which is 
annihilated by all the annihilation operators Q,, (or construct such a state from a given 
state by operating on it with a sufficient number of annihilation operators) and generate 
all other states by action of the creation operators Q? +. Since, as usual, an annihilation 


operator acting on any state produces another with one less creation operator acting on 
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the Clifford vacuum, this set of states is closed under the action of the supersymmetry 
generators, and thus forms a representation of the supersymmetry algebra. Further- 
more, if the Clifford vacuum is an irreducible representation of the Poincaré group, this 
set of states is an irreducible representation of the supersymmetry group, since any 
attempt to reduce the representation by imposing a constraint on a state (or a linear 
combination of states) would also constrain the Clifford vacuum (after applying an 
appropriate number of annihilation operators; see also sec. 3.8.a). The Clifford vacuum 


may also carry representations of isospin and other internal symmetry groups. 

The Clifford vacuum, being an irreducible representation of the Poincaré group, is 
also an eigenstate of helicity. In this frame, Q* + has helicity — 7 thus determining the 
helicities of the other states in terms of that of the Clifford vacuum. (In general frames, 
the helicity -5 component of Q ¢ is the creation operator, and the helicity +5 compo- 
nent, which is the linearly independent Lorentz component of P°*Q* a, vanishes: 
{Re Oe: ; PQ, 5} = by°P*P =0, since p? = 0 in the massless case.) The representa- 
tions of the states under isospin are also determined from the transformation properties 
of the Clifford vacuum and the Q’s: We take the tensor product of the Clifford vac- 


uum’s representation with that of the creation operators (namely, that formed by multi- 


plying the representations of the individual operators and antisymmetrizing). 

As examples, we consider the cases of the massless scalar multiplet (N = 1,2), 
super- Yang-Mills (V =1,...,4), and supergravity (VN =1,...,8), defined by Clifford 
vacua which are isoscalars and have helicity +5, +1, and +2, respectively. (In the 


scalar and Yang-Mills cases, the states may carry a representation of a separate internal 
symmetry group.) The states are listed in Table 3.3.1. Each state is totally antisym- 


metric in the isospin indices, and thus, for a given N, states with more than N isospin 


indices vanish. The scalar multiplet contains helicities G kes — > super Yang-Mills 
contains helicities (1,...,1— =), and supergravity contains helicities (2,...,2— >): In 


addition, any representation of an internal symmetry group that commutes with super- 
symmetry (such as the gauge group of super Yang-Mills) carried by the Clifford vacuum 
is carried by all states (so in super Yang-Mills all states are in the adjoint representation 
of the gauge group). Thus the total number of states in a massless representation is 


2k, where k is the number of states in the Clifford vacuum. 
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helicity scalar multiplet super- Yang-Mills supergravity 
+2 p=|C > 
+3/2 vy" 
+1 w~=|C > ye 
+1/2 ~=|C > wy yor 
0 ye yp pared 
-1/2 yt pare pobede 
4 pred gpodedel 
-3/2 ypobedeta 
9 ptbedetgh 


Table 3.3.1. States in theories of physical interest 


The CPT conjugate of a state transforms as the complex conjugate representation. 
Just as for representations of the Poincaré group, one may identify a supersymmetry 
representation with its conjugate if it has the same quantum numbers: i.e., if it is a real 
representation. (In terms of classical fields, or fields in a functional integral, this self- 
conjugacy condition relates fields to their complex conjugates: see (3.12.4c) or (3.12.11). 
Thus, in a functional integral formalism, self-conjugacy is with respect to a type of 
charge conjugation: A charge conjugation is complex conjugation times a matrix (see 
sec. 3.3.b.5).) For the above examples, this self-conjugacy occurs for N = 4 super Yang- 
Mills and N = 8 supergravity. (This is not true for the N = 2 scalar multiplet, since an 
SU(2) isospinor cannot be identified with its complex conjugate, unless an extra isospin 
index of the internal SU(2) symmetry, independent of the supersymmetry SU(2), is 
added. The self-conjugacy then simply cancels the doubling introduced by the extra 


index.) 


a.2. Massive representations and central charges 


The massive case is treated similarly, except that we can no longer choose the 


Lorentz frame above; instead, we choose the rest frame, p,.=— ™0, 3: 


ee ’ Qa} = 0 ’ aoe ’ Q5} = — mds (3.3.3) 


8 


Now we have twice as many creation and annihilation operators, the Q_’s as well as the 
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Q,’s. Therefore the number of states in a massive representation is 27". (For example, 


an N = 1 massive vector multiplet has helicity content (1, 2 ; ,0).) 


The case with central charges can be analyzed by similar methods, but it is simpler 
to understand if we realize that supersymmetry algebras with central charges can be 
obtained from supersymmetry algebras without central charges in higher-dimensional 
spacetimes by interpreting some of the extra components of the momentum as the cen- 
tral charge generators (they will commute with all the four-dimensional generators). 
The analysis of the state content is then the same as for the cases without central 
charges, since both cases are obtained from the same higher-dimensional set of states 
(except that we do not keep the full higher-dimensional Lorentz group). However, the 


two distinguishing cases are now, in terms of Porta es SS. IPA es 
1 = 
5 (P£P,+Z"Z,,): (1) P?+Z? =0 , which has the same set of states as the massless 


Z = 0 case (though the states are now massive, have a smaller internal symmetry group, 
and transform somewhat differently under supersymmetry), and (2) P? + Z* <0, which 
has the same set of states as the massive Z = 0 case. By this same analysis, we see that 


P? + Z?>0 is not allowed (just as for Z = 0 we never have P? > 0). 


a.3. Casimir operators 
We can construct other Casimir operators than P*. We first define the supersym- 
metric generalization of the Pauli-Lubanski vector 


Wg = i(P?gFag—PoPT. aoe lens Q's); (3.3.4) 


where the last term is absent in the nonsupersymmetric case. This vector is not invari- 


ant under supersymmetry transformations, but satisfies 
1 > 1 
[Was Qo] iw 2 P.Qs ’ [Was Q:] = 5 PQ; : (3.3.5) 
1 2 
ri (P-W)* com- 
mutes with all the generators of the super-Poincaré algebra and is a Casimir operator. 


As a result, P;,Wy) commutes with Q,, and thus its square P?w? - 


In the massive case this Casimir operator defines a quantum number s, the superspin. 


The generalization of the nonsupersymmetric relation W* = m*s(s + 1) is 
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PW? — =(P-W)? =—m's(s+1) . (3.3.6) 


In the massless case, not only P? =0, but also PQ, = PQ": =0, and hence 
P-W=P,,W, =0. However, using the generator A of the superconformal group 
(3.2.12), we can construct an object that commutes with Q and Q: W,—AP,. Thus 
we can define a quantum number A, the superhelicity, that generalizes helicity Ap 
(defined by W, = AoP,): 


W,—AP, =P, - (33:7) 


We also can construct supersymmetry invariant generalizations of the axial genera- 


tor A and of the SU(N) generators: 


W; = P?A aa a aa COL ’ 


Wal = PPT, + PH ([Qaa Qral — 7750! [Qea» Qal) - (3.3.8) 


In the massive case, the superchiral charge and the superisospin quantum numbers can 
then be defined as the usual Casimir operators of the modified group generators 


—m?W;,—-m?W,,’. In the massless case, we define the operators 
1 (ya 
Wein Pelt 7 [@aa>Q a ’ 


1 ~ 1 ~e 

W aad = Pat? oe 4 (Qae ’ Q’s] = 7 50 [Pea ’ Q al) z (3.3.9) 
These commute with Q and Q when the condition PG, = 0 holds, which is precisely 
the massless case. Since POW 5,2 = POW , = 0, we can find matrix representations 


95; ge such that 
Wea GPG Wersgr Pe. (3.3.10) 


The superchiral charge is g;, and superisospin quantum numbers can be defined from the 
traceless matrices g,’. All supersymmetrically invariant operators that we have con- 
structed can be reexpressed in terms of covariant derivatives defined in sec. 3.4.a; see sec 
3.4.d. 
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b. Representations on superfields 


We turn now to field (off-shell) representations of the supersymmetry algebras. 
These can be described in superspace, which is an extension of spacetime to include 
extra anticommuting coordinates. To discover the action of supersymmetry transforma- 
tions on superspace, we use the method of induced representations. We discuss only 


simple N = 1 supersymmetry for the moment. 


b.1. Superspace 


Ordinary spacetime can be defined as the coset space (Poincaré group) /(Lorentz 
group). Similarly, global flat superspace can be defined as the coset space 
(super-Poincaré group)/(Lorentz group): Its points are the orbits which the Lorentz 
group sweeps out in the super-Poincaré group. Relative to some origin, this coset space 


can be parametrized as: 


ry _ ,i(2P , + 0°Qa + FQ) 


h(z,0,0) =e (3.3.11) 


where z,6,9 are the coordinates of superspace: z is the coordinate of spacetime, and 
6,8 are new fermionic spinor coordinates. The “hat” on P and Q indicates that they 


are abstract group generators, not to be confused with the differential operators P and 
Q used to represent them below. The statistics of 0,9 are determined by those of Q, 0: 
{0,0} = {0,0} = {Q, 6} = [6,2] =[0, P]) =0 , (3.3.12) 


etc., that is, 0,9 are Grassmann parameters. 


b.2. Action of generators on superspace 
We define the action of the super-Poincaré group on superspace by left multiplica- 
tion: 
h(2',0',0') =g -'-h(x,0,0) mod SO(3, 1) (3.3.13) 
where g is a group element, and “mod SO(3,1)” means that any terms involving Lorentz 


generators are to be pushed through to the right and then dropped. To find the action 


of the generators (J, P,Q) on superspace, we consider 
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me at BT B — 67.8 —74 ab p ° — (e00 =a(). 
g — ( e i(We Jo + We Jé ) F e (¢ ie : e i(e Qa “kr € Q¢) ; (3.3.14) 


1 
respectively. Using the  Baker-Hausdorff theorem (e4e? = ent Btgl4el ig 


[A, [A, B]] = [B,[A, B]] = 0) to rearrange the exponents, we find: 
F&F. v= leX]y* [zie 0° = [eX]°0", TS = [e340 , 
P: g#=24+ 8&4, 0 =6°, gi — a 


Q&Q: wit = at iS (O84 E40"), =O 4, HP =H +e", (3.3.15) 


Thus the generators are realized as coordinate transformations in superspace. The 
Lorentz group acts reducibly: Under its action the x’s and @’s do not transform into each 


other. 


b.3. Action of generators on superfields 


To get representations of supersymmetry on physical fields, we consider superfields 
W,..(2,9,9): (generalized) multispinor functions over superspace. Under the supersym- 
metry algebra they are defined to transform as coordinate scalars and Lorentz multi- 
spinors. They may also be in a matrix representation of an internal symmetry group. 
The simplest case is a scalar superfield, which transforms as: ®/(2', 6',0’) = ®(x,6,0) or, 
infinitesimally, 66 = 6'(z) — 6(z) = — 6z“0,,®(z). Using (3.3.13), we write the trans- 
formation as 6® = — i[(e°Q, + =") ,®] = i[(e°Q,. + e° Os) ,®], etc. Hence, just as in 
the ordinary Poincaré case, the generators Q, etc., are represented by differential opera- 


tors Q, etc.: 


1 a F 
J ap == 5 (2(q ‘Oy + 9 (03)) <> iM a3 3 


Ti.2) » Qa=i(Ta— 50% q4) 5 (3.3.16) 


Qa me (0, 3 


Nl rR 


where M,, generates the matrix Lorentz transformations of the superfield W: 
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1 


For future use, we write Q and Q as 


QO. = e7i0,e72" ,Q.= Pa ide" : (3.3.17a) 


where 
U =0°0% 1a. . (3.3.17b) 
af 


Finally, from the relation {Q,Q} =P, we conclude that the dimension of 6 and @ is 


1 


(m)-2. 


b.4. Extended supersymmetry 


We now generalize to extended Poincaré supersymmetry. In principle, the results 
we present could be derived by methods similar to the above, or by using a systematic 
differential geometry procedure. In practice the simplest procedure is to start with the 
N = 1 Poincaré results and generalize them by dimensional analysis and U(N) symme- 
try. 

For general N, superspace has coordinates z4 = (xe AY ed 8 ,°) = (a.0=, 6%), 
Superfields Wy...5...(2; 0,8) transform as multispinors and isospinors, and as coordinate 
scalars. Including central charges, the super-Poincaré generators act on superfields as 


the following differential operators: 


Qoa = ina — 59°10, 4- 50 eZee); (3.3.18a) 
Qs =i(F a — 50154 — 542), (3.3.18b) 
Jang =~ 45 (O01 Ogy¢ +O aDag)) — iMag (3.3.18¢) 
Fuss is (27 (9. 5) + 9 49" 5) = oes (3.3.18d) 
Le Oak: (3.3.18e) 


Central charges are discussed in section 4.6. 
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b.5. CPT in superspace 


Poincaré supersymmetry is compatible with the discrete invariances CP (charge 
conjugation x parity) and T (time reversal). We begin by reviewing C, P, and T in 
ordinary spacetime. We describe the transformations as acting on c-number fields, i.e., 
we use the functional integral formalism, rather than acting on g-number fields or 


Hilbert space states. 


Under a reflection with respect to an arbitrary (but not lightlike) axis u,, (u = 7, 


u” = +1) the coordinates transform as 


c'? = R(u)c* = —u? un jug*al? 


=r¢—u’utu-c , R?=I1 (3.3.19) 


(u-x changes sign, while the components of x orthogonal to u are unchanged.) T then 
acts on the coordinates as R(6,°) while a space reflection can be represented by 
R(6,')R(6,")R(6,°) (in terms of a timelike vector 6,’, and three orthogonal spacelike 


vectors 6 iS 8): 


We define the action of the discrete symmetries on a real scalar field by 


g(x’) = ¢(#). The action on a Wey] spinor is 
we(a!) = iuXg@ (2) , P(x’) = iu, P(x) ; 


wy (2) = wp(r) . (3.3.20) 


Since this transformation involves complex conjugation, we interpret R as giving CP and 


pr we ~——rhave 


T. Indeed, since under complex conjugation e ?” > e 
p'* = —(p*—u *u4u-p). Therefore p’ changes sign for spacelike u, and this is consis- 
tent with our interpretation. The combined transformation CPT is simply « — — x and 
the fields transform without any factors (except for irrelevant phases). The transforma- 
tion of an arbitrary Lorentz representation is obtained by treating each spinor index as 


in (3.3.20). 


The definition of C, and thus P and CT, requires the existence of an additional, 
internal, discrete symmetry, e.g., a symmetry involving only sign changes: For the pho- 


ton field CA,=—A,; for a pair of real scalars, C¢d,=+¢,, Cé, = — dy gives 
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C(¢, + id.) = (¢, + id,)'. For a pair of spinors, Cy,% = w.*, Cy. = ,° gives, for the 
Dirac spinor (1%, Bo"), the transformation C(v,%, Po) = (bo%, y%)1, i.e., complex con- 
jugation times a matrix. Therefore, C generally involves complex conjugation of a field, 
as do CP and T, whereas P and CT do not. (However, note that the definition of com- 
plex conjugation depends on the definition of the fields, e.g., combining ¢, and @, as 
db: + i.) 

The generalization to superspace is straightforward: In addition to the transforma- 


tion R(w)xz given above, we have (as for any spinor) 


9 = iy. 6 * Ot = iy 29 | (3.3.21) 
A real scalar superfield and a Weyl spinor superfield thus transform as the corresponding 
component fields, but now with all superspace coordinates transforming under R(u). To 
preserve the chirality of a superspace or superfield (see below), we define R(u) to always 


complex conjugate the superfields. We thus have, e.g., 


®'(2!) =z), W'(z") = iu Wz) = iu H(z). (3.3.22) 

As for components, C can be defined as an additional (internal) discrete symmetry 
which can be expressed as a matrix times hermitian conjugation. 

We remark that R(u) transforms the supersymmetry generators covariantly only 

for u2=+1. For u? = —1 there is a relative sign change between 0, and P20 This 


is because CP changes the sign of p°, which is needed to maintain the positivity of the 


energy (see (3.2.10)). 


b.6. Chiral representations of supersymmetry 


As in the N = 1 case (see (3.3.17)), Q,Q can be written compactly for higher N, 


even in the presence of central charges: 


5.2 ex" , (3.3.23a) 


U=09:0, , O5= 0.10, . (3.3.23b) 
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This allows us to find other representations of the super-Poincaré algebra in which Q (or 


@) take a very simple form. We perform nonunitary similarity transformations on all 


generators (4: 


24%) = FO et”, (3.3.24) 
which leads to: 
; ab 

Q,'*? = (0 = 5 oZ oa) ’ 

Qg') =e Vi(Dg -— SFigZ Ye", (3.3.25) 
or 

Qa? = ei, — 5H aZsale” , 

Qg) = (Oy - 5 FZ) - (3.3.26a) 


The generators act on transformed superfields 


UV) (z) = et U(z) et (3.3.26b) 


These representations are called chiral or antichiral representations, whereas the original 
one is called the vector representation. They can also be found directly by the method 
of induced representations by using a slightly different parametrization of the coset space 


manifold (superspace) (cf. (3.3.11)): 
pi) = ei OpiP 160 ; (Go27a) 


where 


g*) =rti 508 = ete ets (3.3.27b) 


are complex (nonhermitian) coordinates. The corresponding superspaces are called chi- 
ral and antichiral, respectively. The similarity transformations (3.3.26b) can be regarded 


as complex coordinate transformations: 


D(z) = FWA) (z)eFY = WE (24) , 
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vet — (9) 9,8) . (3.3.28) 


zg) = 3 


Hermitian conjugation takes us from a chiral representation to an antichiral one: 
(VO) = VV. Consequently, a hermitian quantity V = V in the vector representation 


satisfies 
Vee"Ve® (3.3.29) 


in the chiral representation. 


b.7. Superconformal representations 


The method of induced representations can be used to find representations for the 
superconformal group. However, we use a different procedure. The representations of 
Q, P, and J are as in the super-Poincaré case. The representations of the remaining 
generators are found as follows: In ordinary spacetime, the conformal boost generators 
K can be constructed by first performing an inversion, then a translation (P transforma- 
tion), and finally performing another inversion; a similar sequence of operations can be 


used in superspace to construct K from P and S$ from Q. 


We define the inversion operation as the following map between chiral and antichi- 


ral superspace: 


git)oe — (2)? gitiee (a )) 2 a (+)ad 
pian i(a2))~? go @ 4 = —i(x(+))-? a(t), 4 gaa 
O18 = ila)? 2 49% = i (ec) 2 2-284 ; (3.3.30) 
we have z'/’= z. The essential property of this mapping is that it scales a supersymetri- 


. : : . ; 1 3 
cally invariant extension of the line element. We write ds? = By 30" , where 


508 = dx? 2p £ (oredd,,! + 7,340") ; (33:31) 


is a supersymmetrically invariant 1-form (invariance follows at once from (3.3.15)). 


Under inversions (3.3.30), we find 


gt0P — — (4)? (2)? gg Iad gs, 
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ds” = (2)? (2&0)? ds? (3.3.32) 

Superfields transform as 
Tvr"F(z) = (a@P)-28 (g@O)-2 fog... FB g wor (z!) , (3.3.33a) 
fg His) ee. FE Hie) 12 8 (3.3.33b) 


Here d=d* +d is the canonical dimension (Weyl weight) of V, and d~ — d* is pro- 
portional to the chiral U(1) weight w. Note that chiral superfields (fields depending only 
on and x‘*) and 6, not @; see sec. 3.5) with d~ = 0 and only undotted indices remain chi- 


ral after an inversion. 


We can calculate S* as described above: We use the inversion operator IJ and 
compute S$“, = IQ gH and Sa=i QM. Using the superconformal commutator algebra 


we then compute K, A, T, and A. We find 


ya x (3.3.34a) 
Ty! = 5 (8 Ban 0 S06 5,020, — 6905)) +t.’ , (3.3.34b) 


aa “7 Od - 1 pba d\ Aa a a; ddl ty 
S =41(¢ 150 0, )Q ot ave Ung + 45947054) 


— 246" [5 59 (ty + 25,°(1— <)Y) — 55,"(Ma® + 599°d)] , (3.3.34c) 
aa _ ad , ;l pbaa a T Be as abe 4 ot 
5° = i(a +i 5 By )Qaa + 8499 i035 +4 5 0°95) 
~250,,9[-65°(¢,2 + 15,21 — Ayv) — £5,°(40 36 + 15544) (3.3.34d) 
b B a 4 ¢ N Q 4 B 2 B ’ ne 
A= -i5({0% dah + 5 (10%, Oa] + (F4,9y])) — id, (3.3.34e) 
ad __ 7 aba aff ada. Ba jaa 1 pyoaA B bbp a 
K = (ars Og + 28 COR + 6 Oag — 79 6,70 0, O53) 


a 82% 5) 
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= i(x?4 44 5 9°8,4)M 5" is i(a? = iy 5 9°°8 PM 54 
ad; aap a/, b leon 4 
— id — 208, %(ty) + 7 Oa (1— ag) ) ; (3.3.34f) 
Here d is the matrix piece of the generator A; its eigenvalue is the canonical dimension 
d. Similarly, Y ,¢,’ are the matrix pieces of the axial generator A and the SU(N) gener- 


ators T,”; the eigenvalue of Y is 5 w. The terms in S,5 proportional to Y and t,’ do 


not follow from the inversion (3.3.33), but are determined by the commutation relations 


and (3.3.34a,b). 


b.8. Super-deSitter representations 


To construct the generators of the super-deSitter algebra, we use the expressions 


for the conformal generators and take the linear combinations prescribed in (3.2.13). 


To summarize, for general N, in each of the cases we have considered the genera- 
tors act as differential operators. In addition the superfields may carry a nontrivial 
matrix representation of all the generators except for P and Q in the Poincaré and 
deSitter cases, and P, Q, K, and S in the superconformal case. They may also carry a 


representation of some arbitrary internal symmetry group. 
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3.4. Covariant derivatives 


In ordinary flat spacetime, the usual coordinate derivative 0, is translation 


invariant: the translation generator P,, which is represented by 0,;, commutes with 


aa 
itself. In supersymmetric theories, the supertranslation generator Q, has a nontrivial 
anticommutator, and hence is not invariant under supertranslations; a simple computa- 
tion reveals that the fermionic coordinate derivatives 0,, Og are not invariant either. 
There is, however, a simple way to construct derivatives that are invariant under super- 
symmetry transformations generated by Q, ,Q, (and are covariant under Lorentz, chiral, 


and isospin rotations generated by J,,, J Ay and 1"): 


ap? 
a. Construction 


In the preceding section we used the method of induced representations to find 
the action of the super-Poincaré generators in superspace. The same method can be 


used to find covariant derivatives. We define the operators D, and D; by the equation 


(ec? + FD) (gilaP + 60 + FQ)) = (eile? + 80 + 8Q)) (gileQ + 0) : (3.4.1) 


The anticommutator of Q with D can be examined as follows: 


(e7 lee ~ €Q)) (eS? +0 ) (eee + €9)) (eile? +004 70)) 
= (Coa 4: 0) (ee é 0)» (eile? + 0Q + FO)) (eile - oO), 


= (gileP + 00 + 9Q)) (gil6Q + 70)) 


= (ESP +& ) (eile? + 0@ +89)) (3.4.2) 


Thus the D’s are invariant under supertranslations (and also under ordinary transla- 


tions): 
(OD S40 DVS (P DiS 3 (3.4.3) 


We can use the Baker-Hausdorff theorem, (3.4.1), and (3.3.11,13) to compute the 
explicit forms of the D’s from the Q’s. We find 


Dy = iQ, + O°P,. , De=-iQs+O%P ie - (3.4.4) 
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For N = 1, when acting on superfields, they have the form 


DESO 010, 5. DSO: + 59° a ; (3.4.5) 


NON ee 


and are covariant generalizations of the ordinary spinor derivative 0,, Oz. For general 


N, with central charges, the covariant derivatives have the form: 


Da = Dia = Oq + 5 OMOag + 50 aZ a 
Dy = D%y = y+ 5 0%Oy5 + 57542" (3.4.6) 


They can be rewritten using e” as: 


Dy =e (Og + 50 Zrader , 


ew 3 (3.4.7) 


Consequently, just as the generators Q simplify in the chiral (antichiral) representation, 


the covariant derivatives have the simple but asymmetric form: 


DO = e"(0, + ee , D.O=8 


DS? 7 On mg 5 Lan ’ DO <i e"(O. a ; b 


Zoe (3.4.8) 
In any representation, they have the following (anti)commutation relations: 


LD 5 Ds} = CaF 5 ts 5 D 5} = 10.3 . (3.4.9) 


It is also possible to derive deSitter covariant derivatives by these methods. How- 
ever, there is an easier, more useful, and more physical way to derive them within the 
framework of supergravity, since deSitter space is simply a curved space with constant 


curvature. This will be described in sec. 5.7. 


b. Algebraic relations 
The covariant derivatives satisfy a number of useful algebraic relations. For 
N =1, the only possible power of D is D? = 5 D"Dy. (Because of anticommutativity 


higher powers vanish: (D)* = 0.) From the anticommutation relations we also have 
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[D*,D?])=id"D;, D'D?p? =O? , 


D°Dg=6,°D? , DP =-1. (3.4.10) 


For N > 1 we have similar relations; for vanishing central charges: 


1 
mr “O2N — Q2N°°Q1 J) 
Die Ba SO BRONN n 


1 £046 
1p eis = QN—n — mI Caen bs An +1°"Q2N : 


Dee RD aes = bia, abs dap 


Dag) i De Y 


(D?N~n eran) t = (—1)" D4" dad ; 
D2N @2N = (—1)” 
DDD =D. « (3.4.11) 


It is often necessary to reduce the product of D’s or D’s with respect to SU(N), as 
well as with respect to SL(2,C’). For each, the reduction is done by symmetrizing and 
antisymmetrizing the indices. Specifically, we find the irreducible representations as fol- 
lows: A product D.Dg....D) is totally antisymmetric in its combined indices since the 
D’s anticommute; however, antisymmetry in a, 3 implies opposite symmetries between 
a, 6 and a, @, (one pair symmetric, the other antisymmetric), and hence a Young 
tableau for the SU(N) indices is paired with the same Young tableau reflected about the 
diagonal for the SL(2,C’) indices. The latter is actually an SU(2) tableau since if we 
have only D’s then only undotted indices appear, and has at most two rows. (Actually, 
for SU(2) a column of 2 is equivalent to a column of 0, and hence the SZ(2C) tableau 
can be reduced to a single row.) Therefore, the only SU(N) tableaux that appear have 
two columns or less. The SZ(2,C') representation can be read directly from the SU(N) 
tableau (if we keep columns of height N): The general SU(N) tableau consists of a first 
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column of height p and a second of height gq, where p+ q is the number of D’s; the cor- 
responding SL(2C’) representation is a (p — q)-index totally symmetric undotted spinor. 


Therefore this representation of SL(2,C)®SU(N) has dimensionality 


w— a Peet (MN) (3.4.12) 


c. Geometry of flat superspace 


The covariant derivatives define the geometry of “flat” superspace. We write 


them as a supervector: 
Dy = (DD x50.) = (3.4.13) 


In general, in flat or curved space, a covariant derivative can be written in terms of coor- 


dinate derivatives Oy = = and connections I’: 
Dyz=Dy"dy+T4(M) +T,(T)+Ty4(Z) . (3.4.14) 
The connections are the Lorentz connection 
Ty(M)=T4,'M,P + Tyg.’ , (3.4.15a) 
isospin connection 
Ty(T)=T4,T,’  , (3.4.15b) 
and central charge connection 


(ASP Pee (3.4.15c) 


Nlr 


The Lorentz generators M act only on tangent space indices. (Although the distinction 
is unimportant in flat space, we distinguish “curved”, or coordinate indices M, N,--- 
from covariant or tangent space indices A, B,---. In curved superspace we usually write 
the covariant derivatives as V,= E4,”Dy +Ty4, Dy =6y4D4, ie., we use the flat 
superspace covariant derivatives instead of coordinate derivatives: see chapter 5 for 


details. ) 


In flat superspace, in the vector representation, from (3.4.6) we find the flat viel- 


bein 
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bf 0 5 185 s"0. fi 
D&M = | 0 dgb 5 ids%6,90™ |, (3.4.16) 
0 oO 5,” 


and the flat central charge connection 


ig ae (Cop? 5,'! ’ 0 ’ 0) ’ 


1 a Bsa 3p 
Date = — 3 (0, C550 0 Sq PO -% (3.4.17) 


all other flat connections vanishing. We can describe the geometry of superspace in 
terms of covariant torsions T4,°, curvatures R4p(M), and field strengths F 4,(T) and 


F 4p(Z): 
[D4,Dp}=Tap® Do + Rap(M) + Fap(T) + Fas(Z) (3.4.18) 
From (3.4.16-17), we find that flat superspace has nonvanishing torsion 


T f= 15 gb q165" (3.4.19) 


and nonvanishing central charge field strength 


Oe = Cup 5 aly” ’ i = C528 1075 a)’ ; (3.4.20) 


aged ag 


all other torsions, curvatures, and field strengths vanishing. Hence flat superspace has a 


nontrivial geometry. 


d. Casimir operators 

The complete set of operators that commute with P,, Q, and Q ¢ (and trans- 
form covariantly under J,3 and J 3) is {D,,M,°,M °,Y ,t,°,d}. (Except for Dy, 
which is only covariant with respect to the super-Poincaré algebra, all these operators 
are covariant with respect to the entire superconformal algebra. Note that the matrix 
operators M,Y ,t,d act only on tangent space indices.) Thus the Casimir operators 


(group invariants) can all be expressed in terms of these operators. Following the dis- 


cussion of subsec. 3.3.a.3, it is sufficient to construct: 
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PUWy =Pafy > fao= (Des , D* 3) — (053M ," - a, si") 
W,-AP,=f,+Yid, , (3.4.21) 
Wb = — met) — 5 9°4([Dag, Dba] — 55." [Den Deal) 

W, = mY — 78" Daa _D*,] (3.4.22) 
W bg = tebiOg — 5 (Daas Da] — 84! [Deos D*al) 5 

Wa = —Yid, — 5 [Dea D's] (3.4.23) 


where we have used P? = — m? for W,,’, and P“Q, = OD), = aa, = 0 for Wie (the 


massless case: see subsec. 3.3.a.3). 
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3.5. Constrained superfields 


The existence of covariant derivatives allows us to consider constrained super- 
fields; the simplest (and for many applications the most useful) is a chiral superfield 
defined by 


D,®=0. (35) 


a 


We observe that the constraint (3.5.1) implies that on a chiral superfield D® = 0 and 
therefore {D , D}®=0 — 76 =0. 


In a chiral representation, the constraint is simply the statement that ® is inde- 
pendent of 0, that is ®)(x,6,0) = ®)(z,0). Therefore, in a vector representation, 
B(2,0,0) = OO (2, Oe" = OH (2) 0), (3.5.2) 


where x) is the chiral coordinate of (3.3.27b). Alternatively, one can write a chiral 


superfield in terms of a general superfield by using D?*! = 0: 

& = dD’ W(x,0,0) (3.5.3) 
This form of the solution to the constraint (3.5.1) is valid in any representation. It is 
the most general possible; see sec. 3.11. 


Similarly, we can define antichiral superfields; these are annihilated by D,. Note 
that ©, the hermitian conjugate of a chiral superfield ©, is antichiral. These superfields 


may carry external indices. 


The supersymmetry generators are represented much more simply when they act 
on chiral superfields, particularly in the chiral representation (3.3.25), than when they 


act on general superfields. For the super-Poincaré case we have: 


? 1 ~ ties 
Qa = (Og — 50 sZi0) Q;,= 8 Ova > P 


IS 


1 a a : 
at 5 (Za Os)s +6 (aap) = iM ag ’ 


NY 
Q 
@ 

| 


(3.5.4) 


| 
| 
~ 
8 


apm tt 9g — 1M gy 
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where Z* = 0 (as explained above) but Z,,® is unrestricted. If we think of Z,, as a 
partial derivative with respect to complex coordinates C%, i.e., Z,) = 4 ae then a chiral 


ag 


superfield is a function of z,6,¢ and is independent of @,¢. In the superconformal 
case, Z,, must vanish, and, for consistency with the algebra, a chiral superfield must 


have no dotted indices (i.e., M,; = 0). On chiral superfields, the inversion (3.3.33) takes 


the form 
FEO?" ( G0) Sa 8 fo ae OE (a, OS we OP 8 BP"! 8) 4 
fg =ilz)l2*s , c= 2 7et , Oe= ix~2x,,°0% : (3.5.5) 
(note that d~ = 0 and hence d = d*). The generators of the superconformal algebra are 
now just (3.5.4), 
G2 — 949, S*=- 0G," , Ki= 2G," ; (3.5.6a) 


with 


Ga? = Ju? + 55[A + i(5 080, +2—N)] , 
A =~ i(atd, + 5090, +2-N+d) , 


29,-(4-N) Nd , 


Nle 


T,! = 5 ((6° Bsa] — 7 52°[0%, Oq]) (3.5.6b) 


The commutator algebra is, of course, unchanged. Note that the expression for A con- 
tains a term (1 — Ny) 'd; this implies that for N = 4, either d vanishes, or the axial 
charge must be dropped from the algebra (see sec. 3.2.e). The only known N = 4 theo- 
ries are consistent with this fact: N = 4 Yang-Mills has no axial charge and N = 4 con- 
formal supergravity has d = 0. We further note that consistency of the algebra forbids 
the addition of the matrix operator t,’ to T,,’ in the case of conformal chiral superfields. 
This means that conformal chiral superfields must be isosinglets, i.e., cannot carry exter- 


nal isospin indices. 
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For N =1, a complex field satisfying the constraint D?© = 0 is called a linear 
superfield. A real linear superfield satisfies the constraint D?G = D?G =0. While such 
objects appear in some theories, they are less useful for describing interacting particle 


multiplets than chiral superfields. A complex linear superfield can always be written as 


= D°W,, whereas a real linear superfield can be written as G = D°D°W, +h.c.. 
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3.6. Component expansions 


a. 0-expansions 


Because the square of any anticommuting number vanishes, any function of a 
finite number of anticommuting variables has a terminating Taylor expansion with 
respect to them. This allows us to expand a superfield in terms of a finite number of 
ordinary spacetime dependent fields, or components. For general N, there are 4N inde- 


4N 


4N 
pendent anticommuting numbers in 0, and thus ( ) = 2“" components in an uncon- 
1=0 


strained scalar superfield. For example, for N =1, a real scalar superfield has the 


expansion 


V=C+6%, + 6°X; -0M —- 0M 


+ O°F*A, — FO", — 0O*X; + OD! (3.6.1) 


with 16 real components. Similarly, a chiral scalar superfield in vector representation 


has the expansion: 


& = 62" (A+ 6°, — OF)e # 
—~A+6%, —@F +i 59° 0° O,A 


+15 0°00," + (PPV OA (3.6.2) 
with 4 independent complex components. 


These expansions become complicated for N > 1 superfields but fortunately are 
not needed. However, we give some examples to familiarize the reader with the compo- 
nent content of such superfields. For instance, for N = 2, in addition to carrying 
Lorentz spinor indices, superfields are representations of SU(2). A real scalar-isoscalar 


superfield has the expansion 


V(2,0,0) = C(x) + 0°X%q + F4X 3 — PPM (ag) — PM (as) 


_ 7243 iF hy 2 pM 9 OO OW soe PV a) ates 


(a a@ ad 
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+:6°N + OAN +e POT ha 24 + +--+ 6404D'(z) (3.6.3) 


where W,”.. = 0, while a chiral scalar isospinor superfield has the expansion (in the chi- 


° 
aaa 


ral representation) 


a” (2, 0) — Ay + 0°*(Capba + Wab)a) 
= 0° F cag) = °F abe) si Calo) 


SOs hath Me a PED, «3 (3.6.4) 


where \,°, = 0. The spin and isospin of the component fields can be read from these 


expressions. 


General superfields are not irreducible representations of extended supersymmetry. 
As we discuss in sec. 3.11, chiral superfields are irreducible under supersymmetry (except 
for a possible further decomposition into real and imaginary parts); we present there a 


systematic way of decomposing any superfield into its irreducible parts. 


The supersymmetry transformations of the component fields follow straightfor- 
wardly from the transformations of the superfields. Thus, for example, for N = 1, from 
OV = [i(eQ + €Q),V] =6C + 0°Sx, +--+ (with a constant spinor parameter ¢*) we 
find: 


5C (a) = — (€°Xq + F°Ks) 


OX_(2) =€,M — e*(i 5 O4C se ae 


= il _3 sail = 
JA,(2) fe e'(CgaAg =p 5 OgaXa) a E"(C go +4 oy O.3Xa) , 


4 Jl 3 «Ab oi = 
0X, (2) <= e?(Cg_D' +4 9 D¢Aa) —t 9 € O4¢M ’ 
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. 1 —_— =, 
dD'(x) = 1 5 Oale*r* +€°X) , ete., (3.6.5) 


Similarly, for a chiral superfield ® we find: 


dA = — OW ’ 
by), = —F%O, -ALEF , 


6F = —F%O% sd, . (3.6.6) 


b. Projection 


For many applications, the 9-expansions just considered are inconvenient; an 
alternative is to define “components by projection” of an expression as the 6-independent 
parts of its successive spinor derivatives. We introduce the notation X] to indicate the 0 
independent part of an expression X. Then, for example, we can define the components 
of a chiral superfield by 


A(x) = ®(2,0,0)| , 
Wq(2) = D,&(a, 0, 0)| ) 


F(x) = D?®(z,0,0)| . (3.6.7) 


The supersymmetry transformations of the component fields follow from the algebra of 


the covariant derivatives D; we use (—iQW)| = (DW)| and {D,, Dj} = 10.3 to find 


bA=i(e-Q+e-Q)6|=—-(e-D+e-D)G| 
=—¢- Do) =— eH, , 

by, =i(e-Q+e-Q)D,%| =—(e-D+e-D)D,®| 
= (€,D? — €%18,.)®| =e, F — €%18,.A , 


6F =i(e-Q+e@-Q)D?0| =—2- DD*6| =— FiO, . (3.6.8) 
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Explicit computation of the components shows that, in this particular case, the 
components in the 9-expansion are identical to those defined by projection. This is not 
necessarily the case: For superfields that are not chiral, some components are defined 
with both D’s and D’s; for these components, there is an ambiguity stemming from how 
the D’s and D’s are ordered. For example, the 679 component of a real scalar superfield 
V could be defined as D?DV|, DDDV|, or DD?V|. These definitions differ only by 
spacetime derivatives of components lower down in the 6-expansion (defined with fewer 
D’s). In general, they will also differ from components defined by 6-expansions by the 
same derivative terms. These differences are just field redefinitions and have no physical 


significance. 


Usually, one particular definition of components is preferable. For example, one 
model that we will consider (see sec. 4.2.a) depends on a real scalar superfield V which 
transforms as V’=V +i(A—A) under a gauge transformation that leaves all the 
physics invariant (here A is a chiral field). In this case, if possible, we select components 


that are gauge invariant; in the example above, D?DV| is the preferred choice. 


If the superfield carries an external Lorentz index, the separation into components 
requires reduction with respect to the Lorentz group. Thus, for example, a chiral spinor 


superfield has the expansion in the chiral representation (where it only depends on 6): 
(2,0) = Aq + O7(CeqD' + fas) — OX - (3.6.9) 
Using projections, we would define the components by 


Ag = Pg ; 


v] 


DD, 04) 


1 
Tae = 5 P(o®s)| ’ 
5 ee oa ee (3.6.10) 


For N >1 a similar definition of components by projection is possible. In this 
case, in addition to reduction with respect to the external Lorentz indices, one can fur- 


ther reduce with respect to SU(N) indices. 
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The projection method is also convenient for finding components of a product of 


superfields. For example, the product ® = ®,®, is chiral, and has components 


| = $,9,| = A, Ay 


D,®| = (D,®,)®)| ae $,(D,®»)| = WioAs = Ayo ’ 
D?®| = (D’®,),| + (D°®,)(D,,®.)| + 6,(D’®,)| 


= FA, + Wit AiPo . (3.6.11) 


Similarly, the components of the product UV = ®,®, can be worked out in a straightfor- 


ward manner, using the Leibnitz rule for derivatives. 


c. The transformation superfield 


The transformations of Poincaré supersymmetry (translations and Q-supersymme- 
try transformations) are parametrized by a 4-vector €, and a spinor €, respectively. It is 
possible to view these, along with the parameter r of “R-symmetry” transformations 


generated by A in (3.2.12, 3.3.34a), as components of an xz-independent real superfield ¢ 


= 5([Ds,DilCl , & =iDPD SC) , r=5D°D’D.<| (3.6.12) 


and to write the supersymmetry transformations in terms of ¢ and the covariant 


derivatives D ,: 


bU = i(€2P, + CQ, + E°Qs + 2rA)Y 


Qa 


= — [iD D°C)D, + (— iD? D*O)Ds + (5 [D*, D0) Apa 


+ iw(5D°DD.CY , (3.6.13) 


where sw is the eigenvalue of the operator Y (the matrix part of the axial generator A). 


These transformations are invariant under “gauge transformations” 6¢ = i(\ — A), A chi- 
ral and z-independent. Consequently, they depend only on €,, €,, and the component r. 


The R-transformations with parameter r are axial rotations 


W'(r,0,0) =e ™W(z, e"0,e°78) . (3.6.14) 
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3.7. Superintegration 


a. Berezin integral 


To construct manifestly supersymmetrically invariant actions, it is useful to have 
a notion of (definite) integration with respect to 0. The essential properties we require 
of the Berezin integral are translation invariance and linearity. Consider a 1-dimensional 
anticommuting space; then the most general form a function can take is a+ 0b. The 


most general form that the integral can take has the same _ form: 
fae (a + 0b) = A+ OB where A, B are functions of a,b. Imposing linearity and invari- 
ance under translations 0@’—6’+e leads uniquely to the conclusion that 


- dé (a + 6b) ~ b. The normalization of the integral is arbitrary. We choose 


pese=1 (3.7.1) 
and, as we found above, 


[eer=o. (3.7.2) 


We can define a 6-function: We require 
[uw 6(6 — @) (a + 0b) =a4+ 0d (3.7.3) 


and find 
(d- #8) =0- (3.7.4) 


These concepts generalize in an obvious way to higher dimensional anticommuting 
spaces; for N-extended supersymmetry, i d’%6d?%@ picks out the highest 6 component 


of the integrand, and a 6-function has the form 
=O SS ee he (3/7.5) 


We define 6474" (z — z') = 64(a2 — 2'\64% (6 — 6’). We thus have 


fea Oe te = 2!)U(z) 
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z / dad!® 9 54(a — 2°68 (0 — 0YU(a, 8) = V(2") (3.7.6) 


We note that all the properties of the Berezin integral can be characterized by say- 


ing it is identical to differentiation: 


i dy f(0) =O, f(A) - (3.7.7) 


This has an important consequence in the context of supersymmetry: Because super- 
space actions are integrated over spacetime as well as over 0, any spacetime total deriva- 


tive added to the integrand is irrelevant (modulo boundary terms). Consequently, inside 
a spacetime integral, in the absence of central charges we can replace i d@3 = Og by Dz. 


This allows us to expand superspace actions directly in terms of components defined by 
projection (see chap. 4, where we consider specific models). Inside superspace integrals, 


we can integrate D by parts, because / d‘" 00, = PNP a, =0 (since 0°4*1=0). 
Since supersymmetry variations are also total derivatives (in superspace), we have 
i d‘ad?% 6 QV = / d‘ad?% 0Q a = 0, and thus for any general superfield UW the follow- 
ing is a supersymmetry invariant: 
= / dad‘ ov . (3.7.8) 
In the case of chiral superfields we can define invariants in the chiral representation by 


Ss= i dad OD , (3.7.9) 


since ® is a function of only x* and 6°. In fact, this definition is representation indepen- 


dent, since the operator U used to change representations is a spacetime derivative, so 


1 
only the 1 part of e?” contributes to Sg. Furthermore, if we express ® in terms of a gen- 


eral superfield UV by 6 = D?"W, we find 


o.= i d'cd%6 DU = i d‘'cd9U=Sy , (3.7.10) 


since D; = [a when inside a d‘z integral. 
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Similarly, the chiral delta function, which we define as 
O'(a2 — 2!)5°% (0 — 6) = 5*(x — 2')(—1)%(6 — 6)?" in the chiral representation, takes the 
following form in arbitrary representations: 


DOO Ce gS) (3.7.11) 


which is equivalent in the chiral representation (D ¢= a) 4), and in general representations 


gives 


[aaa [Dee ore = z')]®(z) 


7 [aaa'"6 SAN (2 — 2')@(z) 


= G(z) (3.7.12) 


b. Dimensions 
Since the Berezin integral acts like a derivative (3.7.7), it also scales like a deriva- 


tive; thus it has dimension | i d6| = |D|. However, from (3.4.9), we see that the dimen- 


1 
sions of D,~m?, and consequently, a general integral has dimension i d'z dt’ Onm?N~4 


and a chiral integral has dimension / d‘¢d?%6~m%~*. In particular, for N = 1, we have 


[aie Cos fae ~m? and [ae i fae ~m?, 


c. Superdeterminants 


Finally, we use superspace integrals to define superdeterminants (Berezinians). 
Consider a (k,n) by (k,n) dimensional supermatrix M with a k by k dimensional even- 
even part A, a k by n dimensional even-odd part B, an n by k dimensional odd-even 
part C’, and an n by n dimensional odd-odd part D: 


M= c i (3.7.13) 


where the entries of A, D are bosonic and those of B,C’ are fermionic. We define the 


superdeterminant by analogy with the usual determinant: 
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(sdet M)"' = K / d* x d*a! d"0 "Ge 2 M2 ; (3.7.14a) 
where 
B= (Oe a: B= (4) F (3.7.14b) 


and K is a normalization factor chosen to ensure that sdet(1)=1. The exponent 
z'Ax + 2'BO+ 0'Cxr + 6'DO@ can be written, after shifts of integration variables either in 
z or in 96, in two equivalent forms: 2'Ar+0(D—-—CA'B)@ or 
v'(A—-BD'C)xz + 6D. Integration over the bosonic variables gives us an inverse 
determinant factor, and integration over the fermionic variables gives a determinant fac- 


tor. We obtain sdet M in terms of ordinary determinants: 


det A det(A — BD“'!C) 
Myre a SS —=» 01 
Se) yA) det D nd?) 


This formula has a number of useful properties. Just as with the ordinary deter- 
minant, the superdeterminant of the product of several supermatrices is equal to the 


product of the superdeterminants of the supermatrices. Furthermore, 
In (sdet M) = str(InM) , (3.7.16a) 


where the supertrace of a supermatrix M is the trace of the even-even matrix A minus 


the trace of the odd-odd matrix D: 
strM =trA — trD (3.7.16b) 
An arbitrary infinitesimal variation of M induces a variation of the superdeterminant: 


d(sdet M) = dexp|str(In M)| 


= (sdet M)str(M~'dM) (327.17) 
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3.8. Superfunctional differentiation and integration 


a. Differentiation 


In this section we discuss functional calculus for superfields. We begin by review- 
ing functional differentiation for component fields: By analogy with ordinary differentia- 


tion, functional differentiation of a functional F of a field A can be defined as 


= lem, 3.8.1 
dA(zx) 0 € ( ) 

where 
6cA(2') =€0'(x — 2’) . (3.8.2) 


This is not the same as dividing 6F' by 6A. The derivative can also be defined for arbi- 


trary variations by a Taylor expansion: 


F[A+6A] = F[A] + (54. | +0((5A)?)_, (3.8.3) 


where the product (,) of two arbitrary functions is given by 
(CoB) = jets Cle) Bla)» (3.8.4) 


In particular, from (3.8.2) we find 

(6.,.A,B)=eB(z) . (3.8.5) 
This definition allows a convenient prescription for generalized differentiation. For 
example, in curved space, where the invariant product is (C,B) = if d‘z g'’CB, the 


normalization (6A,B)=eB(x) corresponds to the functional variation 
6A(2") = eg “?(x)d*(a — 2’). Generally, a choice of 6, is equivalent to a choice of the 


product (,). In particular, for (3.8.2,4) we have the functional derivative 


=O'(¢—2') . (3.8.6) 


In curved space, using the invariant product, we would obtain g-?(x)d‘(a — 2’). Note 
that the inner product is not always symmetric: In (C,B), C transforms contragredi- 


ently to B. For example, if A is a covariant vector, the quantity on the left-hand side of 
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the inner-product is a covariant vector, while that on the right is a contravariant vector; 
if A is an isospinor, 5a 88 complex-conjugate isospinor; etc. 


In superspace, the definitions for general superfields are analogous. The product 


(UV, W’) is pares U(z)U'(z) = [a'ea'o W(x, 0)U'(x, 0), and thus 
— = SN (zg — 2) = O(a —w')ON(O- 8) . (3.8.7) 


(Appropriate modifications will be made in curved superspace.) However, for chiral 


superfields we have 
@,0) = fats oo'= fated%9 oo" , (3.8.8) 


since ® and ®’ essentially depend on only x“ and 6%, not 62. The variation is therefore 


defined in terms of the chiral delta function: 


6,02) Sedo (e7)) (3.8.9) 
so that 

0®(z = : 

Seen = DN = at) (3.8.10) 


and the complex conjugate relation 


5®(z) _ p2N <444N / 
oC) De Or (2 = 2). 3 (3.8.11) 


(Again, appropriate modifications will be made in curved superspace.) Furthermore, 


variations of chiral integrals give the expected result 


é 4,. 72N = 4ed2NQ f'B(z)) D2N S4t4N (2 — 2! 
ean ke a F(@(2)) = | d PNG f'(B(2)) DEHN (2 — 2!) 


= [atza"6 f'(B(2))6** (z -— 2’) = f'(®(z’)) (3.8.12) 


When the functional differentiation is on an expression appearing in a chiral integral 
with d?"@, the D?™ can always be used to convert it to a d‘"6 integral, after which the 


full 6-function can be used as in (3.8.12). 
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This result can also be obtained by expressing ® in terms of a general superfield, 


as ® = D2" WU: we have 


6®(z) — OD?NU(z) | pen dV (z) 


5U(z!) OW (2!) 50 (2') DOO ee). 4 (3.8.13) 


}6 }6 = 
We can thus identify 50 with a for B= D?". 


These definitions can be analyzed in terms of components and correspond to ordi- 
nary functional differentiation of the component fields. We cannot define functional dif- 


ferentiation for constrained superfields other than chiral or antichiral ones. For exam- 


ple, for a linear superfield YT (which can be written as T = D°v) there is no functional 


derivative which is both linear and a scalar. 


b. Integration 


In chapters 5 and 6 we discuss quantization of superfield theories by means of 
functional integration. We need to define only integrals of Gaussians, as all other func- 
tional integrals in perturbation theory are defined in terms of these by introducing 


sources and differentiating with respect to them. The basic integrals are 


4,,44N 9 lyr2 

[ev gO ag (3.8.14a) 
4,,72N 9 la? 

[we 5 Pa = (3.8.14b) 
= 4, J2N A Lae 

[x gee 5B ay (3.8.14c) 


where, e.g., IDV = I] IDV’, for V’ the components of V. Because a superfield has the 


a 


same number of bose and fermi components, many factors that appear in ordinary func- 
tional integrals cancel for superfields. Thus we can make any change of variables that 
does not involve both explicit 6’s and os without generating any Jacobian factor, 
because unless the bosons and fermions mix nontrivially, the superdeterminant (3.7.14) 
is equal to one. For example, a change of variables V — f(V ,X) where X is an arbi- 


trary external superfield generates no Jacobian factor; the same is true for the change of 
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variables V — OV as long as LJ is a purely bosonic operator. Nontrivial Jacobian 


determinants arise for changes of variables such as V — D?V or V > OV where CO is 
background covariant, e.g., in supergravity or super-Yang-Mills theory, and hence con- 


tains spinor derivatives. 


To prove the preceding assertions, we consider the case with one 6; the general case 
can be proven by choosing one particular 6 and proceeding inductively. We expand the 
superfield with respect to 0 as V = A + 6y); similarly, we expand the arbitrary external 
superfield as X = C'+ 0x. Then we can expand the new variable f(V , X) as 


f(V,X) = f(A, C) + Ob fr(4,0)] + xfx(A, Ol (3.8.15) 
where fy| = fa= ty) etc. The Jacobian of this transformation is 
OF) fal AC) bfaatxfac \ _ det(fa) _ 
sdet = sdet ( 0 f,(A.C) ) =e) ds (3.8.16) 


In particular, the external superfield X can be a nonlocal operator such as 01"!. 


An immediate consequence of the preceding result is that superfield 6-functions 


6V-V) =][6vV'-v") (3.8.17a) 


are invariant under “@-nonmixing” changes of variables: 


FV) = Dd) V4) . (3.8.17b) 


f(e;)=0 


In general, if nontrivial operators appear in the actions, the functional integrals are 


no longer constant. We first introduce the following convenient notation: 


V 


[1] 
II 


® 
® 


fe = jes ( [are vi [ere o' [ern ) (3.8.18) 


where V, ®, and © themselves can stand for several superfields arranged as column vec- 


tors. We next consider actions of the form 
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S= 1 f B08 (3.8.19) 


where the nonsingular operator O is such that the components of the column vector O= 
have the same chirality as the corresponding components of =. These actions give the 


field equations 


6S 


= 
= 
— 


Oz , (3.8.20) 


due to the integration measures chosen for the definition of the integrals (3.8.18). 


We define, for commuting &, 
(det O)> = [mz (3.8.21) 


with S given by (3.8.19). For anticommuting = we obtain (det O):. Then (3.8.14) can 


be written as 


detI=1 . (3.8.22) 
From the definition (3.8.21) we have 
if IDE, IDE ye! =O = (detO)"! (3.8.23) 
We also have 


This can be proven as follows: We consider the action 
i (='O,=, + E;'O.=,) . (3.8.25) 
The functional integral of the exponential of this action is equal to that of 
[clooe, +2,'2,) , (3.8.26) 


as can be seen from the field redefinitions 


as —_ O,=, ; =a =? 0,15, ; (3.8.27) 
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whose Jacobians cancel. 


As an important example we consider the N = 1 case with one ® and one ® and 


no V: 


® 0 D 
= , O= ; (3.8.28) 
® D? 0 


[1] 


This operator satisfies the identity 
Q@’==HE. (3.8.29) 
Therefore, from (3.8.24) we have 
(det O)? = det O (3.8.30) 


and hence the integral of the exponential of the action 


S = Uf d‘x a0 (®,D°®, + 6, D’9,) + hes! 


— jes d‘0 (6,0, a b,0,) (3.8.31) 
is equal to that of 
S= Uf d‘c 20 001® + h.c.] . (3.8.32) 


In the same manner we have the following equivalence: 


2m+1 


i: dcd'9 oO" > S- / dr dO 8,0, . (3.8.33) 
i=1 
As another example we consider the case of a chiral spinor ®,: 
o, 0 i0,°D? 
= , O= ; (3.8.34) 
®. id°.;D? 0 
with 


Q==LE . (3.8.35) 
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Therefore 


de 0 Bar.6, — 1] dedoe°O, +h.c.] . 3.8.36 
2 
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3.9. Physical, auxiliary, and gauge components 


In section 3.6 we discussed the component field content of supersymmetric theo- 
ries. However, the field content of a theory does not determine its physical states. Con- 


versely, a given set of physical states can be described by different sets of fields. 


Given a set of fields and their free Lagrangian, we can classify any component of a 
field as one of three types: (1) physical, with a propagating degree of freedom; (2) auzil- 
iary, with an equation of motion that sets it identically equal to zero; and (3) gauge, not 
appearing in the Lagrangian. (Super)Fields can contain all three kinds of components; 
off-shell representations (of the Poincaré or supersymmetry group) contain only the first 
two; and on-shell representations contain only the first. We also classify any field as one 
of three types: (1) physical, containing physical components, but perhaps also auxiliary 
and/or gauge components; (2) auxiliary, containing auxiliary, but perhaps also gauge, 


components; and (3) compensating, containing only gauge components. 


The simplest example of this is the conventional vector gauge field of electromag- 
netism. The explicit separation is necessarily non(Poincaré)covariant, and is most con- 
veniently performed in a light-cone formalism. In the notation of (3.1.1) we treat 


aT 


z =a as the “time” coordinate, and x*,2’,%’ as “space” coordinates. We are thus 


free to construct expressions that are nonlocal in x* (i.e. containing inverse powers of 


O,.), since the dynamics is described by evolution in «~~. (In fact, the formalism closely 


resembles nonrelativistic field theory, with « acting as the time and 0, as the mass.) 


The vector gauge field A, transforms as 
dA = O,er - (3.9.1) 


By making the field redefinitions (by A — f(A) we mean A= f(A’) and then drop all 


”s) 


A, A, , 


Ar > Art (0,)OpA, ) 


A — A +(0 yA, A, =0pAp—OrAr) 5 (3.9.2) 


we obtain the new transformation laws 
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5Ap=6A_=0 , 6A, =O, . (3.9.3) 


Furthermore, the Lagrangian 


l na 
L=-5F a ee (3.9.4) 
where 
1 “8 
Fog = ry DaxApy” (3.9.5) 
in terms of the old A, becomes 
or. 1 
IL= A,OA; - G A_(8,)°A_ . (3.9.6) 


Thus, the complex component A; describes the two physical (propagating) polarizations, 
the real component A_ is auxiliary (it has no dynamics; its equation of motion sets it 
equal to zero) , and the real component A, is gauge. In this formalism the obvious 
gauge choice is A, =0 (the light-cone gauge), since A, does not appear in JZ. However, 


gauge components are important for Lorentz covariant gauge fixing: For example, 
(O° A. 5)” — (0,A_ + 2(0,)"DA,)’. 


We can perform similar redefinitions to separate arbitrary fields into physical, aux- 
iliary, and gauge components. Any original component that transforms under a gauge 
transformation with a 0, or a nonderivative term corresponds to a gauge component of 
the redefined field. Any component that transforms with a O_ term corresponds to an 
auxiliary component. Of the remaining components, some will be auxiliary and some 
physical (depending on the action), organized in a way that preserves the “transverse” 
SO(2) Lorentz covariance. For the known fields appearing in interacting theories, the 


components with highest spin are physical and the rest (when there are any: i.e., for 


physical spin 2 or =) are auxiliary. These arguments can be applied in all dimensions. 


An example that illustrates the separation between physical and auxiliary (but not 
gauge) components without the use of nonlocal, noncovariant redefinitions is that of a 


massive spinor field: 
Tae Ja 1 Qa Ta 


Since w and w may be considered as independent fields in the functional integral (and, 
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in fact, must be considered independent locally after Wick rotation to Euclidean space), 


we can make the following nonunitary (but local and covariant) redefinition: 


Wa =. Wa o) 
Be > Ve ~ iDqgib" (3.9.8) 
The Lagrangian becomes 
ta w°(O — m2) ott Deep, (3.9.9) 
= oe mM a 2 m at J. 


We thus find that ~ represents two physical polarizations, while w contains two auxiliary 


components. 


The same analysis can be made for the simplest supersymmetric multiplet: the 
massive scalar multiplet, described by a chiral scalar superfield (see section 4.1). The 


action is 
ce / d'nd'0 BO — 5 m/ / d'cd20 ® + / d‘ad20 8?) . (3.9.10) 
We now redefine 


@—oO, 


$+ 64—D°o; (3.9.11) 


and, using [vo= D*, we obtain the action 
oS a, [ ated 6(0 — m’)o — pm f daa (3.9.12) 


(Note that the redefinition of © preserves its antichirality D,®—=0.) Now ® contains 
only physical and ® contains only auxiliary components; each contains two Bose compo- 
nents and two Fermi. As can be checked using the component expansion of ®, the origi- 
nal action (3.9.10) contains the spinor Lagrangian of (3.9.7), whereas (3.9.12) contains 
the Lagrangian (3.9.9). It also contains two scalars and two pseudoscalars, one of each 
being a physical field (with kinetic operator [J—m?) and the other an auxiliary field 


(with kinetic operator 1). For more detail of the component analysis, see sec. 4.1. 
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As we discuss in sec. 4.1, auxiliary fields are needed in interacting supersymmetric 
theories for several reasons: (1) They facilitate the construction of actions, since without 
them the kinetic and various interaction terms are not separately supersymmetric; (2) 
because of this, actions without auxiliary fields have supersymmetry transformations 
that are nonlinear and coupling dependent, and make difficult the application of super- 
symmetry Ward identities (e.g., to prove renormalizability); and (3) auxiliary fields are 
necessary for manifestly supersymmetric quantization. Compensating fields (see follow- 
ing section) are also necessary for the latter two reasons. Although they disappear from 


the classical action, they appear in supersymmetric gauge-fixing terms. 
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3.10. Compensators 


In our subsequent discussions, we will often use “compensating” fields or compen- 
sators. These are fields that enter a theory in such a way that they can be algebraically 
gauged away. Thus, in a certain sense, they are trivial: The theory can always be writ- 
ten without them. However, they frequently simplify the structure of the theory; in par- 
ticular, they can be used to write nonlinearly realized symmetries in a linear way. This 
is often important for quantization. Another application, which is particularly relevant 
to supergravity, arises in situations where one knows how to write invariant actions for 
systems transforming under a certain symmetry group G (e.g., the superconformal 
group): If one wants to write actions for systems transforming only under a subgroup H 
(e.g., the super-Poincaré group), one can enlarge the symmetry of such systems to the 
full group by introducing compensators. After writing the action for the systems with 
the enlarged symmetry, one simply chooses a gauge, thus breaking the symmetry of the 


action down to the subgroup H. 


A simple example in ordinary field theory is “fake” scalar electrodynamics. The 


usual kinetic action for a complex scalar z(z) 


S= 5 fas 70"0,2 (3.10.1) 


r 


has a global U(1) symmetry: 2’ = e'*z. This symmetry can be gauged trivially by intro- 


ducing a real compensating scalar ¢, assumed to transform under a local U(1) transfor- 


mation as ‘=o-.X. We can then’ construct a covariant derivative 


V,=e °0,e'° = 0, + i0,¢ that can be used to define a locally U(1) invariant action 
S= yf a's zV2V 42 (3.10.2) 
Fake spinor electrodynamics can be obtained by an obvious generalization. 


a. Stueckelberg formalism 


In the previous example, the compensator served no useful purpose. The Stueck- 
elberg formalism provides a familiar example of a compensator that simplifies the theory. 


We begin with the Lagrangian for a massive vector A,: 


FoR, —m(A,) , (3.10.3) 
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Pas = Oa An) . (3.10.4) 


The propagator for this theory is: 


D.;= d 


1 
1b ae (Nas Tar a1) (3: 10.5) 


We can recast the theory in an improved form by introducing a U(1) compensator ¢ 


that makes the action (3.10.3) gauge invariant. We define 
Al, = Ay + —O,6 (3.10.6) 
where A’, and ¢ transform under U(1) gauge transformations: 
6A, =O,A , db=mr . (3.10.7) 


In terms of these fields, the gauge invariant Lagrangian is (dropping the prime): 


— mgd%A, — (O,9)” . (3.10.8) 


(2A, — 2m¢)? (3.10.9) 
and find: 
edi 5 40 —m)A,+¢(O-m)¢ . (3.10.10) 


The propagators can be trivially read off from (3.10.10): for <A 


Da» = — Nav(OO — m7)", and for ¢, D = — (0 —m?)~'. They have better high energy 
behavior than (3.10.5). Thus, by introducing the compensator ¢, we have simplified the 
structure of the theory. We note that the compensator decouples whenever A, is cou- 


pled to a conserved source (i.e., in a gauge invariant way). 


b. CP(1) model 


Another familiar example is the CP(1) nonlinear o-model, which describes the 
Goldstone bosons of an SU(2) gauge theory spontaneously broken down to U(1). It con- 


sists of a real scalar field p and a complex field y subject to the constraint 
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WP +p? =1 (3.10.11) 
The group SU(2) can be realized nonlinearly on these fields by 


6p = = (By + 87) 


1 
2 


by = — iay — Bp-— 5p (By - Bay . (3.10.12) 


where a, 3, and @ are the (constant) parameters of the global SU(2) transformations. 


These transformations leave the Lagrangian 
1 ae 
L = —((0,p)” + |Oayl’ + 5 (FOay)’] (3.10.13) 


invariant, but because the transformations are nonlinear this is far from obvious. 


We can give a description of the theory where the SU(2) is represented linearly by 
introducing a local U(1) invariance which is realized by a compensating field ¢. Under 


this local U(1), ¢ transforms as 
@(a2) = o(z) — A(z) . (3.10.14) 
We define fields z; by 
RSE. Sey. (3.10.15) 
Because of this definition they transform under the local U(1) as 
Se.» (3.10.16) 
The constraint (3.10.11) becomes 


Pei sel ae ae (3.10.17) 


Ignoring the constraint the SU(2) acts linearly on these fields (see below): 


62, = 1az, + Bz 


O29 = —tazs.— Px. (3.10.18) 


The complicated nonlinear transformations (3.10.12) arise in the following manner: 


when we fix the U(1) gauge 


II 
> 
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the linear SU (2) transformations (3.10.18) do not preserve the condition (3.10.19). Thus 


we must add a “gauge-restoring” U(1) transformation with parameter 
iMa) = — 5 p'Mdz, — 0%) = — ia — 5p (Bz_ — BR) . (3.10.20) 


The combined linear SU(2) transformation and gauge transformation (3.10.16) with 
nonlinear parameter (3.10.20) preserves the gauge condition (3.10.19) and are equivalent 


to (3.10.12). 


To write an action invariant under both the global SU(2) and the local U(1) trans- 
formations we need a covariant derivative for the latter. By analogy with our first 


example we could write 
Vi, =e 0,6" [0 10,0) 5 (3.10.21) 


A manifestly SU(2) invariant choice in terms of the new variables is 


=0,+ 10,6 - 5 TO (3.10.22) 


This differs from (3.10.21) by the U(1) gauge invariant term 70 V3 one is always free to 
change a covariant derivative by adding covariant terms to the connection. (This is sim- 
ilar to adding contortion to the Lorentz connection in (super)gravity; see sec. 5.3.a.3.) 


Then a manifestly covariant Lagrangian is 


— \Vazil” 


=~ |O.2;)? - 5 (#942, (3.10.23) 


In the gauge (3.10.19) this Lagrangian becomes that of (3.10.13). 


We consider now another application of compensators: The constraint (3.10.17) is 
awkward: It makes the transformations (3.10.18) implicitly nonlinear. We can avoid 
this by introducing a second compensating field. We observe that neither the constraint 
nor the Lagrangian are invariant under scale transformations. However, we can intro- 


duce a scale invariance into the theory by writing 


Umea L: (3.10.24) 


116 3. REPRESENTATIONS OF SUPERSYMMETRY 


in terms of new fields Z; and the compensator ¢(z). The constraint and the action, 


written in terms of Z,;, ¢, will be invariant under the scale transformations 
Zi; = eZ; 5 G = ¢ + FF . (3.10.25) 
The SU(2) transformations of Z; are now the (truly) linear transformations 


(3.10.18). The U(1) and the scale transformations can be combined into a single com- 


plex scale transformation with parameter 


Beto we (3.10.26) 
2,302) CSOT 4 (3.10.27) 

The constraint (3.10.17) becomes 
Lise (3.10.28) 


where we write ZZ =|Z,|? + |Z,|?. In terms of the new variables the Lagrangian is 
= —|V,(e*Z,)|’ 


1 — 


= —|0,(e$Z,)P — ze “(Z'0 Gr, (3.10.29) 


Substituting for ¢ the solution of the constraint (3.10.28), a manifestly SU(2) invariant 


procedure, leads to 


ee Z, | 1(Z0,2,) 
Ogg: Laz 
1 i, PR 
ae ha Ee Ee 7 (aay 10. 
zz Oi Ge) gz On2") (O44) (3.10.30) 


This last form of the Lagrangian is expressed in terms of unconstrained fields Z; only. It 
is manifestly globally SU(2) invariant and also invariant under the local complex scale 
transformations (3.10.27). We can use this invariance to choose a convenient gauge. For 
example, we can choose the gauge Z, = 1; or we can choose a gauge in which we obtain 


(3.10.13). Once we choose a gauge, the SU(2) transformations become nonlinear again. 


These two compensators allowed us to realize a global symmetry (SU(2)) of the 


system linearly. However, they play different roles: ¢(x), the U(1) compensator, gauges 
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a global symmetry of the system, whereas ¢(x), the scale compensator introduces an 
altogether new symmetry. For the U(1) invariance we introduced a connection, whereas 
for the scale invariance we introduced ¢(z) directly, without a connection. In the former 
case, the connection consisted of a pure gauge part, and a covariant part chosen to make 
it manifestly covariant under a symmetry (SU(2)) of the system; had we tried to intro- 
duce ¢(x) directly, we would have found it difficult to maintain the SU(2) invariance. In 
the case of the scale transformations no such difficulties arise, and a connection is unnec- 


essary. As we shall see, both kinds of compensators appear in supersymmetric theories. 


c. Coset spaces 


Compensators also simplify the description of more general nonlinear o-models. 
We consider a model with fields y(z) that are points of a coset space G/H; they trans- 
form nonlinearly under the global action of a group G, but linearly with respect to a 
subgroup H. By introducing local transformations of the subgroup H via compensators 


@(x), we realize G linearly, and thus easily find an invariant action. 


The generators of G are T,S, where S are the generators of H and T are the 
remaining generators, with T,S antihermitian. Since H is a subgroup, the generators S 


close under commutation: 
[S,5]~ 5. (3.10.31) 
We require in addition that the generators T carry a representation of the H, that is 
Teche & (3.10.32) 


(This is always true when the structure constants are totally antisymmetric, since then 


the absence of [5,5] ~ T terms implies the absence of |T, 5] ~ S terms.) 


We could write y(x) = eS" mod H, but instead we introduce compensating fields 


g(x), and define fields z(x) that are elements of the whole group G: 
z= ST ebl2)5 = @? (3.10.33) 


(where ® = ¢(x)T + 6(x)S provides an equivalent parametrization of the group). The 


new fields z transform under global G-transformations and local H-transformations: 


g=gzh'(z) , geG , heH (3.10.34) 
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(where again we can use an exponential parametrization for g and h(x) if we wish). 


The local H transformations can be used to gauge away the compensators ¢ and 
reduce z to the coset variables y. If we choose the gauge ¢ = 0, then the global G-trans- 
formations will induce local gauge-restoring H-transformations needed to maintain 
@=0: For geH, due to (3.10.32), we use h(x) = g: 

eT = ge? gi} (3.10.35) 


and thus the fields y transform linearly under H. For geG/H, the gauge restoring trans- 
formation is complicated and depends nonlinearly on ¢, and thus the fields y transform 


nonlinearly under G/H. 
To find a globally G- and locally H-invariant Lagrangian, we consider the following 
quantity: 
z'0,2=0,+A,S+B,T=V,+ BT - (3.10.36) 


Under global G-transformations, both V, and B, are invariant; under local H-transfor- 


mations we have 


(270g) She Ou en) 
=hd,h*+hz"(0,2z)h* 


=h0,h | +h(A,S+B,T)h' =h(V,+ B,T)h' (3.10.37) 


Because of (3.10.31), hSh'~S and hd,h'~S; because of (3.10.32), hTh'~T; 
hence A, transforms as a connection for local H transformations (V, transforms as a 
covariant derivative), and B, transforms covariantly. Therefore, an invariant Lagrangian 


is 
IL =~ <tr(B,B*) (3.10.38) 


If we choose the gauge $(z) = 0, this becomes a complicated nonlinear Lagrangian for 
the fields y(x). We can also couple this system to other fields transforming linearly 


under H by replacing all derivatives with V,. 


Finally, from (3.10.33) we have 


z 10,2 = 0, + e * (O,e°") + e (eS One" Je”? 
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= 9, + (0,6)S + (0,0)T +++ (3.10.39) 


and hence V, = 0, + 0,65 +--- and B,=0,¢T +---=0,yT +---. This is what we 


expect: The covariant derivative has the usual dependence on the compensator, and the 


Lagrangian (3.10.38) has a term — 5 tr(Ouu)?, which is appropriate for a physical field. 
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3.11. Projection operators 


a. General 


The analysis of many aspects of the superspace formulation of supersymmetric 
theories requires an understanding of the irreducible representations of (off-shell) super- 
symmetry (physical and auxiliary components). We need to know how to decompose an 
arbitrary superfield or product of superfields into such representations. In this section 
we describe a procedure for constructing projection operators onto irreducible represen- 


tations of supersymmetry for general N. 


The basic idea is that a general superfield can be expanded into a sum of chiral 
superfields. A chiral superfield that is irreducible under the Poincaré and internal sym- 
metry groups is also irreducible under off-shell supersymmetry (except for possible sepa- 
ration into real and imaginary parts, which we call bisection). Thus, this expansion per- 


forms the decomposition. 


To show that chiral superfields are irreducible under supersymmetry up to bisec- 
tion, we try to reduce a chiral superfield ® by imposing some covariant constraint 
Q® = 0. If we do not consider reality conditions (bisection), we cannot allow constraints 
relating ® to 6. The only covariant operators available for writing constraints are the 
spinor derivatives D,,,D%; and the spacetime derivative Oo In momentum space, 
since we are off-shell, all relations must be true for arbitrary momentum, and hence we 
can freely divide out any spacetime derivative factors. Therefore, any constraint we 
write down can be reduced to a constraint that is free of spacetime derivatives. If the 
constraint contained any D spinor derivatives, since ® is chiral, D® = 0, by moving the 
D’s to the right we could convert them to spacetime derivatives, which we have just 


argued can be removed. (For example DDD® = iD0®.) 


We thus conclude that any possible constraint on ® involves only products of the 
spinor derivatives D,,. However, by applying a sufficient number of D’s to the con- 
straint, we can convert all of the D’s to spacetime derivatives; hence, any constraint on 
® independent of ® would set © itself to zero (off-shell!). Therefore ® must be irre- 
ducible. This argument is analogous to the proof in section 3.3 that irreducible represen- 
tations of supersymmetry can be obtained by repeatedly applying the generators Q*; to 
the Clifford vacuum |C > defined by Q,,|C >= 0: instead of |C >, Q, and Q with 
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Q|C > =0, we have ®, D, and D with D® = 0, respectively. 


The only further reduction we can perform is to impose a reality condition on the 


superfield. A chiral superfield of superspin s (the spin content of its external Lorentz 
indices) has a single maximum spin component of spin Sy. = § + 5N residing at the 


al (ay-ay](ay-ay) level of the superfield. (This is most easily seen in the chiral representa- 
tion, where a chiral superfield depends only on @. The reduction of products of @’s into 
irreducible representations is done by the method described for the reduction of products 
of spinor derivatives in sec. 3.4. Since the maximum spin component has the maximum 
number of symmetrized SL(2C) indices, it must have the maximum number of antisym- 
metrized SU(N) indices, i.e., it must have N indices of each type. Terms with fewer 6’s 
have fewer SL(2C) indices, whereas terms with more @’s cannot be antisymmetric in N 
SU(N) indices, and hence cannot be symmetric in N SL(2C) indices. For examples see 
(3.6.1-4)). Only if we can impose a reality condition on the highest spin component can 
we impose a reality condition on the entire superfield. This is possible when s,,,, is an 
integer. (A component field with an odd number of Weyl indices cannot satisfy a local 


reality condition.) 


a.1. Poincaré projectors 


We begin with the decomposition of an arbitrary spinor into irreducible representa- 
tions of the Poincaré group in ordinary spacetime, both because it is one of the steps in 
the superspace decomposition, and because it illustrates some of the superspace features. 
This reduction is most easily performed by converting dotted indices into undotted ones 
with the formal operator A | [= —i0 | ,0°, reducing under SU(2) (by symmetrizing and 
antisymmetrizing, i.e., taking traces), and converting formerly dotted indices back with 
A. (This insures that no fractional powers of LJ remain. We generally consider o> to 


be hermitian, since we mainly are concerned with O = m?>0.) Explicitly, we write for 


each index 
wv, > APU; ’ wv; a AP Wy ’ 
—~ — x 
G00) 9 Wea te a (3.11.1) 


Thus, for example, a vector V, decomposes in the following manner: 
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Sie © tlh Ass a 
Wy = AMgh a, = ANG S (Caps! + Yay) 


1 ase ‘ 
=A’, 5 (ACL W52 + Avy wv 33) 


las j “a, 6 
=a [Aog(O” V3) — Male ¥s)| 


=[( +I" )v. , (3.11.2) 


where II’ and II’ are the longitudinal and transverse projection operators for a four-vec- 


tor. 


The projections can be written in terms of field strengths S and F,,,: 
L aD -1 re 1 46 . 
(Irv), =O0, 5 , s= 50 Wig 


(Iv), =O'O yF Fusso 


ay ? ay 5 


5 
ogly’ - (3.11.3) 


The field strengths are themselves irreducible representations of the Poincaré group. 
The projections VU’ = II’V and ©’ =TI’W are invariant under gauge transformations 
ov =TII'y and 6W = II"y respectively. The field strengths have the same gauge invari- 
ance as the projections: ou", = O-'d, 58 =0 implies 6S=0, and _ similarly 
ou, a 0107 36F = 0 implies 6F',,, = 0. 


a.2. Super-Poincaré projectors 


Projections of superfields can be written in terms of field strengths in superspace 
as well. We will find that projections of a general superfield can be expressed in terms 
of chiral field strengths with gauge invariances determined by the projection operators. 
Thus, for a superfield with decomposition V = oD II,,)W, any single term VW, = II, has 
a gauge invariance éOW =SCIL x. Each projection can be written in the form 
U,, = D?X-"@” where the chiral field strengths ®”) =D?" D"W are Poincaré and 
SU(N) irreducible and have the same gauge invariance as V,: 0 = dW, = D?N-" 6g”) 


implies 66") = 0 because ® and hence 6@ are irreducible. 
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The same index conversion used in (3.11.1) can be used to define the operation of 


rest-frame conjugation on a component field or general superfield ks ee by 
Woodcote =A,,-- De ts ae Meee 
bau. (3.11.4) 
For example, we have: 
G=0 , G=A,°0; , HRA 5 (3.11.5) 


We extend this to chiral superfields and define a rest-frame conjugation operator K 


1 = 
which preserves chirality, by using an extra factor O72" D? to convert the antichiral 


(complex conjugated chiral) superfield back to a chiral one (and similarly for antichiral 


superfields). We define 


ns 1 n 


Oy; 5410182501 -°G; a0; Bi41 Bos 


KO. =D*™O2"S. 


(1+K) , (3.11.6) 


where D;®.. = D.®.. = 0. For example, for an N = 1 chiral spinor ®,, 


_~Dia,? — 
K6, = + Bs, (S117) 


We can define self-conjugacy or reality under K if we restrict ourselves to superfields 
that are real representations of SU(N) with sy. = s+ > integral (the latter is required 


to insure that only integral powers of 1) appear). The reality condition is K®,,.=+®.. 


and the splitting of a chiral superfield into real and imaginary parts is simply 


®...=5(1+K)®. . (3.11.8) 


In the previous example, if we impose the reality condition K®, = ®,, contract both 


sides with D® and use the antichirality of ®;, we find the equivalent condition: 


sD Ds (3.11.9) 
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These “real” chiral superfields appear in many models of interest. For example, isoscalar 
“real” chiral superfields with 2— N undotted spinor indices describe N < 2 Yang-Mills 
gauge multiplets. Similar superfields with 4— N undotted spinor indices describe the 


conformal field strength of N < 4 supergravity. 


To decompose a general superfield into irreducible representations, we first expand 


it in terms of chiral superfields. In the chiral representation (D = ds) a Taylor series in 


0 gives 
2N 4 
f\ — pees And dy (n) . * 
U(«,0,0) = > a ne eae) (3.11.10a) 
where ®" can be rewritten as 
B). 5 (2,0) =D". U(2,0,8)|\ga0 | (3.11.10b) 


or, using {D,, 72} = 542 and {02,92} = 0 (which implies 92%! = 0), 


©) 5g, (@,0) = (-LI)*D* PX Dg U(x, 0,8) (3.11.10c) 


. ° 
Ay Qn, 


However, @ is not covariant, and hence neither is the expansion (3.11.10). We can gen- 


eralize (3.11.10): For any operator C*(@) which obeys 


we can write 
2N 4 
U(x, 0, C) = — Crdi-dn Gln) , soy (2s 0) , (3.11.12a) 
n! rE pele 
n=0 
where 
1") 5 a, (#9) = (—I)* DON Ds 4 W(a,8,0) (3.11.12b) 


— A a_i 


If we choose V(z, 0,0) = U(x, 0,C(@)), we obtain, substituting (3.11.12b) into (3.11.12a): 
2N 


= | = = 
W(2,0,0) =(-1)"S— Be pe UG). (3.11.13) 


n=0 ~ 


for any ¢ satisfying (3.11.11). A manifestly supersymmetric operator satisfying (3.11.11) 
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— D,=G4-i—O, . (3.11.14) 


Substituting (3.11.14) into (3.11.13), we find 


2N : : : ° 
ian = 1 n —1. Fe sameal —4 OanBn 
U(a, Q, 0 ) = oO N y nl D ‘Gos ( oO ee ( A ) 


n=0 


x DNDN D" 5 5 U(2,9,8) ; (S41,15) 
where we have used (a7 Dg)" = (-O)-"pD?". Pushing D” through D?” to the 


D?" , we find (reordering the sum by replacing n — 2N — n) 


2N 


1 2N = = _ 
— —N Qy:QoNn _4)\n 2N—n 2N Fyn 
~ 7 = (2N)! “ 2 1) ( n )D pay D aca Ue, 0, 0) 
2N 1 
=? So (=D Dn WOO), % (3.11.16) 
n! oh 
n=0 


This final expression can be compared to the noncovariant @ expansion in (3.11.10). 


The chiral fields D2” D"W are the covariant analogs of the ®°’~-")’s. We thus obtain 
be (a1 ree DD i. Bat 77) 
For example, in N = 1 this is the relation 


je ED DED D3, DP 
| Oo O O 


(3.11.18) 


Each term in the sum is a (reducible) projection operator which picks out the part 
of a superfield © appearing in the chiral field strength D?’ DV (which is irreducible 
under SL(2N,C’) but reducible under SU(N)®Poincaré, and possibly also under K). 
We thus have the projection operators II,, n = 0,1,...,2N: 


1 = 
IL, = a (—1)"T% D?N naan TO paste 
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Sead (3.11.19) 


In particular, Hy = O~" D2’ D2" and Tl,y = O* dD?" D2 project out the antichiral and 
chiral parts of WV respectively. The projectors (3.11.19) satisfy a number of relations: 


Orthonormality 
IL, = mnt, (not summed) (3.11.20) 


follows from D?% D"D?% =0 unless n=2N and hence II,,II,,=0 for m#n; then 
yoy = 1 implies II, = LL oe =I’. There are relations between the I’s: IL, is 


equal to the transpose and to the complex conjugate of II, ,y_,, 


Ne = Tl’on—n 
1 —N N-n N2N rjpnay-Q2n—n 
= Nomi 4 0? ne a D ad ee 5 (3.11.21) 
I, = Donn 
= 1 nPI-N pnay--Gov—-n N2N f2N-n 
= Gon! (-1)"0* D anon DE DD She (S.14.22) 
Combining (3.11.21) and (3.11.22), we find another form of II,: 
1 = a a, me 
IL, =I, = — Sl des OL ee ae Oe (3.11.23) 
n! eet 


The complex conjugation relation (3.11.22) implies that half of the II’s are redundant for 
real superfields: V = V — Ihy_,V =I ,,V = (11,V). 
Reduction of the II’s into irreducible projection operators is now easy: 


(1) Algebraically reduce D?’ D'W under SU(N)®Poincaré (where UV may have further 


isospinor and Weyl] spinor indices); 
(2) When the reduced chiral field strength D?” D"W is in a real representation of SU(N) 


and has s + sN integral, further reduce by bisection, i.e. multiplication by 5 (i +K). 


To perform (1) it is convenient to first reduce D?’ D" by using the total antisymmetry of 


the D’s (see sec. 3.4), and then reduce the tensor product of the irreducible 


3.11. Projection operators 127 


representations of D?’ D” with the representation of the superfield UV as usual. If we 
only want to preserve SO(N), further reduction is performed in step 1; for step 2, 


D?" D"W is always in a real representation of SO(N). 


Although II, contains the product of 2N D’s and 2N D’s and is thus in its sim- 


1 = 
plest form, II,,,, obtained by directly introducing 5 (1+K) in front of the D?’, contains 


2N D’s and 4N D’s in the K term, and can be further simplified. After some algebra 


we find: 

For n > N: 

DD 5%, 0 = 1p pe pate, an Ci WV ui ; (3.11.24) 
or 


T)2N Fj” O1:Q2N—n 
KD" D ee ee 


= (— 19283") pen ahs ee (2N-nBan—n P2N—n Pee ea (3.11.25) 


where 28 extra Weyl spinor indices, and extra isospinor indices, reduced as in step 1, are 


implicit on W. 


For n < N: 
KD De Wo (—1)25" 3) p24 prar-g a we (196) 
cea 104°" 
or 


K D28 p2N- naa yo = EDA pews U ; (3.11.27) 


is 
ve 1 


As an example of this simplification, we consider the N = 1 chiral field above (3.11.7) for 
the special case when it is a field strength of a real superfield V: ©, = D?D,V 


~Dia,? 2rn 72 
Ko, = 5 D°DiV = DDV = 8, . (3.11.28) 


We now collect our results: The superprojectors take the final form 


If bisection is possible: 


WneN: ys = . i eae = (1+ K) IP, D?% D?N-" Sn 
: n: 


° 
Qn 2 
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. “x 1 —-N psp2N—-n 1 P2N psynnasQen-—n 
nm>N: Wyse = QN-a!l Hea Salas (1+ K)IP;D°’D 2N—n (3.11.29) 
If bisection is not possible: 
II, ; = either of the above with . (14K) dropped , (3.11.30) 


where the JP; are SU(N)®Poincaré projectors acting on the explicit indices (including 
those of the superfield). We have chosen the particular forms of IL, from (3.11.19,21-23) 
that minimize the number of indices that the JP; act on. The chiral expansion, besides 
its simplicity, has the advantage that the chiral field strengths appear explicitly, and the 
superspin and superisospin of the representation onto which II projects are those of the 


chiral field strength. 
b. Examples 


b.1. N=0 


We begin by giving a few Poincaré projection operators. The procedure for find- 
ing them was discussed in considerable detail in subsec. 3.11.a.1, so here we simply list 


results. Scalars and spinors are irreducible (no bisection is possible for a spinor: 


N i 3 . 5 i . 
s+ > = 5 1s not an integer). A (real) vector decomposes into a spin 1 and a spin 0 pro- 


jection (see (3.11.2,3)). For a spinor-vector w = A’ swag, we have: 
BY aByy 


aby 


1 1 1 
Waa, = 3 P(aba) se (a5) Cay + Was)’ Cay) + 5 Caps’ y 


and hence 
— © T L e 
Pajy = Hs +1 + Ws) gs 
where 
— -196. exid j : 
Ips, = O O BWaBy 3 Wapy = 50 Y oi) ‘ 
T = -1A98 eae ae 
II wy =-—QO od Cara oe Cony » Ta = 6 Ja Pas ! 


Oba 


L -1 TAG 
II BD ae = oO 6) 3S $., = 5 Pay ‘ (3.11.31) 
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For a real two-index tensor h,, = Ae sA’ch 5 we have 


apy 


1 
Repyys aa mi Pep,y6) ie (Cy(a%a)5 ng C 5a%B)y) aig Cape 454 + CG Ogyst 


1 
a1 4 (Caghety, yar Cy shy (ale|,3) ) ’ (3.11.32) 


where 


1 a a a a 
das = — Fy (Beall ays + (aia.a)® + Beal ays + haiaia) > 


r=—shetp 5 gazhed . Tee) 
Therefore the complete decomposition of the the two-index tensor is given by 


hog p= lg a lige Tos + Il", + Uhat + Tha hig i3 


where the projectors are labeled by the spin (2,1,0), the symmetric and antisymmetric 
part of ha, (S and A), longitudinal and transverse parts (LZ and T), and self-dual and 


anti-self-dual parts (+ and —). The explicit form of the projection operators is 


I te te = 117050" wap > Wapys = Ka 9Oy'h 5 0 5 
Ih, sh 43 = 78" 58° CyaMays + CoaWpyy] 
wes = — OOM hg gs +s hays] | 
Mosh, ;=0170,,0;5 , S=7ararn,, ; ; 
HI ysh,s 7 =O *(Cy.Cy+9,,0,)T , T=-TdVIMh, ss ; 
Thathyg ¢ =O19%99 laa)» Pap = — qty’ 3 
Thy a hg g = 79, 30° 3 G0) ; Fy) =- 7% POs)'h 5° ee (3.11.34) 


(The field strengths w,,,5 and T are proportional to the linearized Weyl tensor and 


scalar curvatures respectively.) From this decomposition, we see that the two-index 
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tensor field consists of irreducible spins 2616161060. 


b.2. N=1 
We construct the irreducible projection operators for a complex scalar superfield 
WV. From (3.9.26-32) we have, for the cases without bisection (s + sN =s+ 3 is half- 
integral, so that s is integral) 
T= ED. .: The = SED i-D... & Tbs EP pep: >. “(GA135) 
Since V has no external indices we can go directly to step 2. The chiral field strengths 


D°>V and D*D?WV do not satisfy the condition that s +5 is integral, whereas D?D,W 


does. For N = 1, the condition of being in a real isospin representation is trivially satis- 


fied, and that means that II, needs to be bisected: 


W=h,+0y , 
T,. =—-O-'p? 3 (1+K)D°D, . (3.11.36) 
Therefore, from (3.11.26-7), 
Th.’ =-O-'pd°d’p, ; (UD) , (3.11.37) 


and thus Ip, Il,, and II, completely reduce WV. These irreducible representations turn 


out to describe two scalar and two vector multiplets, respectively. 


We give next the decomposition of the spinor superfield V,. To find the irre- 
ducible parts of H,U, we Poincaré reduce the chiral field strength 
D?D WV, = 5 [CopP?D,W + D? D (Wy). This gives the projections IH, for superspin s 
of this chiral field strength: 


Tl, (Vy = 50D, DD°'w, , hw. =- sO DD’ D.Vs) (3.11.38) 


The latter irreducible representation is a “conformal” submultiplet of the (5,1) multi- 


plet (see section 4.5). For Hp) and II, we must bisect: 


Hv, = O'S +K)D Dv, = OD? > (Dw, +10, 0") 
aa a 
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Hy, =O S(+K)P Dw, = OD 5 (Dw, + id, 50’) , (3.11.39) 


1 
25+ 


Equivalent forms are: 


WY, = - OD, 5 (DPW, + D'DG;) , 


T.¥, = ODD, 5 (Ds? + DjW") (3.11.40) 


Finally we decompose the real vector superfield H of Because of its reality bisec- 
tion is unnecessary. Poincaré projection is performed by writing H ee A’ 3;H,, and 
(anti)symmetrizing in the indices of the chiral field strengths. To ensure that the projec- 


tion operators maintain the reality of H age We combine the II,’s with the I)’s, since 


from (3.9.24) IH 5 = (II) H 44)’. We obtain 


T lp-iay- a 
I o1ff = 5H TAT D? DV es ’ 


L 1p-1 2 72 
II 001 | 5 = 5H AyD ,D eee 5 


T lo-1a7-nin 
2H 3 =— gO AGD DD 


15 ap 


T 1po- . F216 2 6 
Ag = GOA (DDD A ys + D,D'D’ Has); 


Ls aB 


L lp-1 1 FP 5 
WH g= gO A PDD, , (3.11.41) 


where T and L denote transverse and longitudinal. Reexpressing H,, in terms of H af? 


we find 


is 1 -247. a) j 
Mtg = pO ORD’, DO Ay’ 
L _1lp-2 2 7? ¢ 
Too 3 = 70°, {D’, D’}0,.H* , 


1 RE ‘ a € 
I’ 3H .= ae °O'5D° DD (.0,°H 5): 


15 a 
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a a 570 (DDD A, 2H)" + D, DPD q2Hs)) 
L = Ws _ 3 
ee ge Ce OS ee (3.11.42) 
b.3. N=2 


We begin by giving the expressions for SL(4,C’) C’s in terms of those of SU(2) and 
SL(2,C): 


Capri = C pCi C eC ax — Cod oC apC 5 ’ 
_ ab pycd ad rycb 
CO s538 ae Oe CO 55 — CC C3 ps : 
Cabs = OLY Olt Oecd Olek _ OLY 147 Old Git) ; 
C88 — 6 .C4C°®C — CCC!" . (3.11.43) 
We define the SU(2)®Poincaré reduction of D*,, as follows: 
Dee = CpaD” a ste CrP? ap ’ 
T)2 on 7) 2 ab ba fy2 
Dg = Cpe? +C D's3 , 


Dp? _ COPCh Or Ds af CG? [208 


Doi = SDD =D? 5g _ (prey ’ 


D? a6 _— 5 Oo" DeaDrg = D be 2. = (D*, 5)! : (3.11.44) 
The set of (possibly) reducible projection operators is: 
IIo 0 = O’?p*pD* 5 IIy 6 = fl? pp? 
iH Ep, DD .. Weep Dw, « 
by = 3 Qa 


IIs. = CC" ps De ; 
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T,, =O? D?? D*D ag. (3.11.45) 


In writing I, 9 and I,,; we have taken I, defined by (3.11.19) and used (3.11.44) to fur- 


ther reduce it. We can now decompose N = 2 superfields. 


We start with a complex N = 2 scalar superfield UV. We need not bisect the terms 


obtained from II,: and II,:. Bisecting the rest, we find eight more irreducible projec- 
2) 7) 


tions. 


Mos? =O? 5 (14K) DD =D pt > (Dw +O) , 


Tow’ =O? 5(1+K)D'pw =O)" (p'v+ OW) , 


Th.’ =O" D?,, : (1+K)D'c"*p?,,v = Occ" p?,, D*D?, 4 ; (U9), 


Mose = O?D%9 = (14 K)D'D?,,W = O12 D*9D'D?,, 5(U4U) . (3.11.46) 


We give two more results without details: For the N = 2 vector multiplet, described by 


a real scalar-isovector superfield V ,° we find 


Mooi a — DO’ D*(D* ate D)vV,” ’ 


b — 1 py-2pab n3cy 74 € 
I 12V, a 3,4 CDE DG eat) Va 25 
b — lL p-2pdb n3cy 74 € 
I 11Vq — at LG Dep DeGauVa 5 


ToiiV b => i ee 2 aciae Eoe’ B aee a 


i: = . — 
Ty92V a’ mes O ONCE OED! gD D" cV a’ C ai y 


1 = c e T) ; ; 
Ty91Vq? = — FO PC*C"D gq DD 0) (Vel + D?gVie)’) 


TIyo0V a" = al CIS Sarre 2 Onis Dia mar ’ (3.11.47) 


2 
3 
where the projection operators are labeled by projector number, superspin, superisospin, 


and K conjugation +. Again, to construct real projection operators, the complex 
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conjugate must be added for the Hy’s and II,’s (II) — Hy + Ty, I, — 0, + U3). Finally, 
for the spinor-isospinor superfield “°° (the unconstrained prepotential of N = 2 super- 


gravity) we find 


Ty2:¥"q —~D?p'd'w-:, , 
Ty1 20", —~O?d'ptw:, , 

11,320", = 40°D%, DOM OD%,U, 
Thy110", = Occ p?,,D'D?,,v,, 


‘1: = = 
210g a2, oe oO 2D OLD Dap" 


3! 2 


M11", = OD? sips, 
1979 
a — 1-27 p49 W/M-1p3 € wa tspe 7 
Tage", = gO “DY dD'd," (OD ie aera re ne ae 
a — 1lp2peb p49 W/T-1p3 e qb ab 7 
Taos Wg = gD DOD gO Ve FID ghin) 


a 1 276 lacey a D(a 7 
Th, 014 a 8 O *D” D*d, (0 6) 1D? 43 ). iD! aW;) ") ) 


Thy 0,0+U"a = — ; Op pta (109 D*, WW’, FiD? 5;") 


a 1 - 3 TF: c(a 7b) TT 4 
M3209 = GOP DP DD? gC (DW + DY), 


a 1 —2pa BT ey Dewy 7 
Ts 1 04 a mi O aC "DD? D? ag Dam ee ave) ; 


ITs 9 14.0" = ; C4) .DCe DD (paw aE D°-¥,") ’ 


Ts 99187, = 5 0°C"D,,D'C“D?,,(Da,U + D’-G,7) . (3.11.48a) 
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There are 22 irreducible representations. One simplification is possible: Using (3.9.21) 


instead of (3.9.25) for just the first term in 1+ K, we find 


a 1 a BT: a . male HN(@ WG 
Thi ia a~ 3 O ?(—D?”? D* Dad 3) 10, DDD gon) ? 


a 1 _ ap fy e . ay =a re vy 
Th ios Yo = 30 *(— DP? D' DW 3) Fid,’ DY D*D guen) > 


Tote¥%, = — gO °(D*,D'Dg,U" Fid, DYDD" Wy), 


Toot" = — ; D*(D*, D'D,.W" Fid,; .D* D'D? 7) (3.11.48b) 
b.4. N=4 
We begin by defining a set of irreducible D-operators: 
Ds = CgaD? as hs D? ablag ’ 
D* aby — = CGcbhaD one ce (CagD? tacyoy ay) CoyD? ables) 
1 € e 
D* p85 = C tcbaDP* apni ag 5 (CasC pC caer D* tan}! fl Capi C reef aay! :) 
ale (Capl cacaD 5° 45 — Cal DS “86 ag Org np d “Ba 
p28 — Ger D: apy ate (C9 pres Cup ie) 
DI = CPO: Dees (3.11.49) 
They satisfy the following algebraic relations 
D? ,= De ps — p%e 
De og = Dig a OOO pe =O pa n= 0 (3.11.50) 


All SL(2,C) indices on the D"’s are totally symmetric. We also have 
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pierre = 7 Owe De os, (3.11.51) 
and these imply 
Diets — crteba probs 4 5 (CM CMO DA ay [ab] _ Chores nD wg 
+ (CP Creed D4 b15 _ Carcreabd Py 085 4 Cad cyeabe pps diy) (3.11.52) 


as can be verified by substituting explicit values for the indices. 


We consider now a complex scalar N = 4 superfield V and find first 


Ho o1 = ED ; Ig 04 = O*D* p> 


Ly = pa oO- 4 2 sa 9g Oe 4 


1 —4pP2 [a 7 a8 
Hy 16 = 5H *D?l 1 D°D as : ) 


l.3-= mh he Ps Ds piesa 


54 ad By 


1 F-4ABladle. H8Pd. a 
TI 1 99) = 3 DPlle s D3 D? iarje , 


= —4p4 8 716,346 
M21 = OD", 5.,D°D 


Ty, a i De Dae 


Tyo 20 = OA D* ea [ab] 8 piled - 


II 3 = Ea ae Jaren BYE aa 
= 1 —4 73 778 75 [ab]ca 
Ts 155 = 3 A *D* etjcaD®D? 


MegagS = oO- Os sD De ab 
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1 = T)' ab\a 
Uei6 = 50 *D* ajagD Dee (3.11.53) 


where the superisospin quantum number here refers to the dimensionality of the SU(4) 
representation. The only projectors that need bisection are the real representations of 
SU (4): the 1, 6, 15, and 20’. We find: 


Mood =O 4D* 5 (Dw OPH) , 


Msoi2¥ =O-“D* - (DW+O'V) , 


Tyo .¥ = DD, ;.;D°D" apy 5 (w+ v) 


Ty i 64 = soe Coe Bi : 


oo 2 (D¥ (qs U + 5c jell ery) 


1 a — > | abla looped em 
Ue i622 = 5 ED? gap D® 5 (D8 (bloay + 5c b aD? a aD), 


4p aap 1 = 
Tyiise¥ =O “Da ag Ps ; 2 SE) 


—4 p77 a Ty: ed] L 
Tyo2v+¥ =O *D* cal! "D8 D* aa! q| 5 (WW) , (3.11.54) 


and a total of 22 irreducible representations. The 6 is a real representation only if we 


use a “duality” transformation in the rest-frame conjugation (3.11.4): 
X a) = 5 CaeaX ed) This occurs for rank 5N antisymmetric tensors of SU(N) when N 


is a multiple of 4. 
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3.12. On-shell representations and superfields 


In section 3.9 we discussed irreducible representations of off-shell supersymmetry 
in terms of superfields; here we give the corresponding analysis of on-shell representa- 
tions. We first discuss the description of on-shell physical components by means of field 
strengths. We then describe a (non-Lorentz-covariant) subgroup of supersymmetry, 
which we call on-shell supersymmetry, under which (reducible or irreducible) off-shell 
representations of ordinary (or off-shell) supersymmetry decompose into multiplets that 
contain only one of the three types of components discussed in sec. 3.9. By considering 
representations of this smaller group in terms of on-shell superfields (defined in a super- 
space which is a non-Lorentz-covariant subspace of the original superspace), we can con- 


centrate on just the physical components, and thus on the physical content of the theory. 


a. Field strengths 


For simplicity we restrict ourselves to massless fields. (Massive fields may be 
treated similarly.) It is more convenient to describe the physical components in terms of 
field strengths rather than gauge fields: Every irreducible representation of the Lorentz 
group, when considered as a field strength, satisfies certain unique constraints (Bianchi 
identities) plus field equations, and corresponds to a unique nontrivial irreducible repre- 
sentation of the Poincaré group (a zero mass single helicity state). On the other hand, a 
given irreducible representation of the Lorentz group, when considered as a gauge field, 
may correspond to several representations of the Poincaré group, depending on the form 


of its gauge transformation. 


Specifically, any field strength w totally symmetric in its 2A undotted 


4.024 0 ...9B? 
indices and in its 2B dotted indices, has mass dimension A + B + 1 and satisfies the con- 


straints plus field equations 


Ara) os Aer y) =0 ; (3 2.1) 


O14...) 41]... 1B Oy .-.019. 4 1]... B 


Ow =0. (3.12.1b) 


Oy .+.019. 40 --.09B 
The Klein-Gordon equation (3.12.1b) projects onto the mass zero representation, while 


(3.12.1a) project onto the helicity A —B state. The Klein-Gordon equation is a conse- 


quence of the others except when A=B=0. To solve these equations we go to 
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momentum space: Then (3.12.1b) sets p” to 0 (ie., w~d(p*)), and we may choose the 
Lorentz frame p'* = p* =0, p- 40. In this frame (3.12.1a) states that only one com- 


ponent of w is nonvanishing: w 


: . Boss 1 
itt. Since each “+” index has a helicity 5 and each 


“+” has helicity — _ the total helicity of w is A—B, and of its complex conjugate 


B-—A. In the cases where A = B we may choose wy real (since it has an equal number 


of dotted and undotted indices), so that it describes a single state of helicity 0. 
The most familiar examples of field strengths have B=0: A=0 is the usual 


description of a scalar, A = 5 a Weyl spinor, A = 1 describes a vector (e.g., the photon), 


A= the gravitino, and the case A = 2 is the Wey] tensor of the graviton. Since we are 


describing only the on-shell components, we do not see field strengths that vanish on 
shell: e.g., in gravity the Ricci tensor vanishes by the equations of motion, leaving the 
Weyl tensor as the only nonvanishing part of the Riemann curvature tensor. (This hap- 
pens because, although these theories are irreducible on shell, they may be reducible off 
shell; i.e., the field equations may eliminate Poincaré representations not eliminated by 


(off-shell) constraints.) The most familiar example of A, B#0 is the field strength of 


the second-rank antisymmetric tensor gauge field: (A, B) = G ‘ 5) (see sec. 4.4.c). Some 
less familiar examples are the spin-5 representation of spin _ (A, B) = (1, =); the spin-2 
representation of spin 0, (A, B) = (1,1), and the higher-derivative representation of spin 


1 (Ag By = (5 ‘ 5): Generally, the off-shell theory contains maximum spin indicated by 


the indices of ~: A+ B. 


Although the analogous analysis for supersymmetric multiplets is not yet com- 
pletely understood, the on-shell content of superfields can be analyzed by component 
projection. In particular, a complete superfield analysis has been made of on-shell multi- 
plets that contain only component field strengths of type (A,0). This is sufficient to 
describe all on-shell multiplets: Theories with field strengths (A,B) describe the same 
on-shell helicity states as theories with (A — B,0), and are physically equivalent. They 
only differ by their auxiliary field content. Furthermore, type (A,0) theories allow the 
most general interactions, whereas theories with B+#0 fields are generally more 
restricted in the form of their self-interactions and interactions with external fields. (In 


some cases, they cannot even couple to gravity.) 
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Before discussing the general case, we consider a specific example in detail. The 


multiplet of N = 2 supergravity (see sec. 3.3.a.1) with helicities 2,51, is described by 


component field strengths Wag15(t), W"aay(2), aaa cap They have dimension eee’ 
respectively, and satisfy the component Bianchi identities and field equations (3.12.1). 
We introduce a superfield strength F 0) aa(2, 0) that contains the lowest dimension com- 


ponent field strength at the 0 = 0 level: 


Fo)” oa(2, Q)| = C” F wap(2, Q)| = p” ap) : (3.12.2) 


We require that all the higher components of Fj) are component field strengths of the 
theory (or their spacetime derivatives; superfield strengths contain no gauge eee 
and, on shell, no auxiliary fields). Thus, for example, we must have D,,F'o ” B) | #9, 
whereas CD, fe ONS = D; Fo ae = 0. Since a superfield that ce at 6 =0 
vanishes identically * follows from the supersymmetry transformations, e.g., (3.6.5-6)) 
CD Fay aa = DsFo)" 0p =(. From these arguments it follows that the superfield 


equations and Bianchi identities are: 


ab a b 
DF o) ag 5, Fay en ’ 


DsD Fo)” ap = Seba"! F 2)apy6 1 


D.DsD,F oy" ag = 9 ; (3.12.3) 


where F',)(#,@) and F)(x,@) are superfields containing the field strengths W apy (2) and 
Wapys(@) at the @=0 level. By applying powers of D, and Ds; to these equations we 
recover the component field equations and Bianchi identities, and verify that F (0) ap 


contains no extra components. 


Generalization to the rest of the supermultiplets in Table 3.12.1 is straightforward: 
We introduce a set of superfields which at 9=0 are the component field strengths (as in 
(3.12.1)) that describe the states appearing in Table 3.3.1: These superfields satisfy a set 
of Bianchi identities plus field equations (as in the example (3.12.3)) that are uniquely 


determined by dimensional analysis and Lorentz ®SU(N) covariance. 
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helicity scalar multiplet super- Yang-Mills supergravity 
+2 Pes 
+3/2 as 
+1 Fog Bes 
+1/2 ae Sas Bee, 
0 F¢ po probed 
-1/2 Fe Free, pravede | 
41 pees pls 
3/2 eae 
») ave 


Table 3.12.1. Field strengths in theories of physical interest 


We now consider arbitrary supermultiplets of type (A,0). There are two cases: 
For an on-shell multiplet with lowest spin s = 0, the superfield strength has the form 
a Ree > <m<N, and is totally antisymmetric in its m SU(N) isospin indices. If 
the lowest spin s > 0, the superfield strength has the form F'9)q,..0,, and is totally sym- 
metric in its 2s Weyl spinor indices. To treat both cases together, for s > 0 we write 
Foo = CO Fg) 


etine Then the superfield strength has the form 
Fo) ay Am 


Q1""Aas° 
oa, and is totally antisymmetric in its isospinor indices and totally symmetric 


in its spinor indices. It has (mass) dimension s + 1. 


This superfield contains all the on-shell component field strengths; in particular, at 


6 = 0, it contains the field strength of lowest dimension (and therefore of lowest spin). 


: Sake —N —-N+1 : 
For s=0, the superfield strength describes helicities = 53 Ho, rey > and its 
ps . ‘ eoiaes m —m+i1 N-m , 
hermitian conjugate describes helicities — ae ee ee Since m< N, some 


helicities appear in both F'(q) and F (0). For s = 0, the superfield strength describes helic- 
ities $s, s+ ay 64 a and its hermitian conjugate describes _helicities 
—(s+ >) ,+++,— 8. In this case, positive helicities appear only in F') and negative 
helicities only in F (0). For both cases the superfield strength together with its conjugate 
describe (perhaps multiple) helicities +s , +(s + 5) ports (st =): 
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The higher-spin component field strengths occur at @=0 in the superfields F(,) 
obtained by applying n D’s (for n > 0) or —n D’s (for n <0) to F). They are totally 
antisymmetric in their m — n isospinor indices and totally symmetric in their 2s + n spin 


indices, and satisfy the following Bianchi identities and field equations: 


n a1... 1 a a An ye@ 
n>0: D By---BF (0) pT basting: = (m—n)! dy! hee Obn "Fn) = a eats (3.12.4) 
.~ ~Tnr Q1.--Om __ Gy -+-Amb1..-b_n 
n<0O: D babs! : = bares ‘ y Bicep 5 (3.12.4b) 


with m — N<n<™m,; in particular, for s > 0, DF (0) = 9. These equations follow from 
the requirement that all components of the on-shell superfield strength (defined by pro- 
jection) are on-shell component field strengths. The 6 =0 component of the superfield 
Fo) is the lowest dimension component field strength; this determines the dimension and 
index structure of the superfield. The higher components of the superfield are either 
higher dimension component field strengths, or vanish; this determines the superfield 


equations and Bianchi identities. Note that the difference between maximum and mini- 


mum helicities in the F’/,) is always 5N : 


In the special case s = 0, m even, and m = 5N we have in addition to (3.12.4a,b) 


the self-conjugacy relation 


(3.12.4c) 


For this case only, F'(,,,) is related to F(_,); this relation follows from (3.12.4c) for n = 0, 
and from spinor derivatives of (3.12.4c), using (3.12.4a,b), for n >0. Eqs. (3.12.4a,b) 
are U(N) covariant, whereas, because the antisymmetric tensor C'*" is not phase 
invariant, (3.12.4c) is only SU(N) covariant; thus, self-conjugate multiplets have a 


smaller symmetry. 


b. Light-cone formalism 


When studying only the on-shell properties of a free, massless theory it is simpler 
to represent the fields in a form where just the physical components appear. As 
described in sec. 3.9, we use a light-cone formalism, in which an irreducible representa- 


tion of the Poincaré group is given by a single component (complex except for zero 
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helicity). For superfields we make a light-cone decomposition of 0 as well as x. We use 


the notation (see (3.1.1)): 


oe a ) SS eee 5, OO SOC (3.12.5a) 


O62 02,05 30.0600) = O05) SOs WGI25b) 


+f) 


(The spinor derivative 0, should not be confused with the spacetime derivative 0,). 


Under the transverse SO(2) part of the Lorentz group the coordinates transform as 


att =at, oh! =e" 27, OM =e 9%, C* =e" C*, and the corresponding derivatives trans- 


form in the opposite way. 


In sec. 3.11 we described the decomposition of general superfields in terms of chiral 
field strengths, which are irreducible gauge invariant representations of supersymmetry 
off shell. Although they contain no gauge components, they may contain auxiliary fields 
that only drop out on shell. To analyze the decomposition of an irreducible off-shell rep- 
resentation of supersymmetry into irreducible on-shell representations, we perform a 
nonlocal, nonlinear, nonunitary similarity transformation on the field strengths ® and all 
operators X: 


. . a. 
G'=e%O:.. Xiao Xe. A= (Cid, 


T 
—. 3.12.6a 
- (3.12.6a) 
We use this transformation because it makes some of the supersymmetry generators 
independent of ¢* in the chiral representation. Dropping primes, we have 


Qar = 10, ’ Q = i(0" ~~ 0°10,) ’ 
Q,. =1(6,+9, Ory , Qs = (6 = 0710p +i? Es (3.12.6b) 
0, A. 


Thus Q, and Q; are local and depend only on 0,, 6", and 0,, but not on 6,, 6", 0_, and 
Or, whereas Q_ and Q- are nonlocal and depend on all 0, and O,. We expand the 
transformed superfield strength ® in powers of ¢* (the external indices of ® are sup- 
pressed): 


N 
ad ya C*) 1 ena a ad pa 
Oz A, =v aes - "® CEN Me o) 6 ) 9 (S:1257)) 


m=0 
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where the m“ power ¢™, and thus P(m), 18 totally antisymmetric in isospinor indices. 


Each ,) is a representation of a subgroup of supersymmetry that we call “on- 
shell” supersymmetry, and that includes the Q, transformations, the transverse SO(2) 
part of Lorentz transformations (and a corresponding conformal boost), SU(N) (or 
U(N)), and all four translations (as well as scale transformations in the massless case). 
Although each ¢,,) is a realization of the full supersymmetry group off-shell as well as 
on-shell, on-shell supersymmetry is the maximal subgroup that can be realized locally 


(and in the interacting case, linearly). 


The remaining generators of the full supersymmetry group (including the other 
Lorentz generators, that mix 6° with ¢“) mix the various ¢,,,)’s. In particular, Q_ and 
Q- allow us to distinguish physical and auxiliary on-shell superfields: Auxiliary fields 
vanish on-shell, and hence must have transformations proportional to field equations. 


We go to a Lorentz frame where 0O;=0. In this frame, Q, =i6, and 


Q+ = i(d% + iC% = The Q_ and Q: supersymmetry variation of the highest ¢, compo- 


ae 


nent of ®, 


oO 
Pn) — Qn) ~ 4 5. P(N-1) (3.12.8a) 


is proportional to OJ, which identifies it as an auxiliary field. Setting diy) to zero on- 


shell, we iterate the argument: the variation of the next component of ®, 


, ou 
Pw-1) — Pw-1) © # a. P(N -2) (3.12.8b) 


+ 


is again proportional to HO, etc. We find that only ¢) has a variation not proportional 


to 1. This identifies it as the physical on-shell superfield. 


Thus, on-shell, ® reduces to ¢). (All other ¢),,) vanish.) In the Lorentz frame 
chosen above (O07 = 0), Q. and Q- vanish when acting on #0), and thus this superfield is 
a local representation of the full supersymmetry algebra on shell, namely, it describes 
the multiplet of physical polarizations. By expanding actions in ¢, it can be shown that 
#0) represents the multiplet of physical components while the other ¢,,)’s represent mul- 


tiplets of auxiliary components. 
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We can also define (chiral representation) spinor derivatives D,, D* that are 


covariant under the on-shell supersymmetry: 
D,=0,+6 40, 5 Do=O 4-{D.D = 067 10.. (3.12.9) 


When a bisection condition is imposed on the chiral field strength ©® (i.e., ® is real, 
as discussed in sec. 3.11), we can express the condition in terms of the on-shell super- 


fields. For superspin s = 0, the condition 
DS =O2%e (3.12.10) 


becomes 


= 1 


DN ian _ or Go one Dee iiie eas (3.12.11) 


(N — m) 
(where DN Ss OM Ds, 3) and similarly for superspin s > 0. In general, an on- 


shell representation can be reduced by a reality condition of the form D”é~ (id sa @ 


1 
when the “middle” (62") component of @ has helicity 0 (i.e., is invariant under trans- 
verse SO(2) Lorentz transformations ). (Compare the discussion of reality of off-shell 


representations in sec. 3.11.) 


Putting together the results of sec. 3.11 and this section, we have the following 
reductions: general superfields (4N @’s; physical + auxiliary + gauge) — chiral field 
strengths (2N 6’s; physical + auxiliary = irreducible off-shell representations) — chiral 
on-shell superfields (N 6’s; physical = irreducible on-shell representations). All three 
types of superfields can satisfy reality conditions; therefore, the smallest type of each has 
2!" 2?" and 2" components, respectively (when the reality condition is allowed), and is 
a “real” scalar superfield. All other representations are (real or complex) superfields 
with (Lorentz or internal) indices, and thus have an integral multiple of this number of 
components. These counting arguments for off-shell and on-shell components can also 
be obtained by the usual operator arguments (off-shell, the counting is the same as for 
on-shell massive theories, since p? 4 0), but superfields allow an explicit construction, 


and are thus more useful for applications. 


Similar arguments apply to higher dimensions: We can use the same numbers 
there (but taking into account the difference in external indices), if we understand “4N” 


to mean the number of anticommuting coordinates in the higher dimensional superspace. 
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For simple supersymmetry in D < 4, because chirality cannot be defined, the counting of 


states is different. 
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3.13. Off-shell field strengths and prepotentials 


We have shown how superfields can be reduced to irreducible off-shell representa- 
tions (sec. 3.11), which can be reduced further to on-shell superfield strengths (sec. 
3.12). To find a superfield description of a given multiplet of physical states, we need to 
reverse the procedure: Starting with an on-shell superfield strength Fo) that describes 
the multiplet, we need to find the off-shell superfield strength W that reduces to F') on 
shell, and then find a superfield prepotential VW in terms of which W can be expressed. 
There is no unambiguous way to do this: The same F'@ is described by different W’s, 
and the same W is described by different W’s. However, for a class of theories that 
includes many of the models that are understood, we impose additional requirements to 
reduce the ambiguity and find a unique chiral field strength and a family of prepotentials 


for a given multiplet. 


The multiplets we consider have on-shell superfield strengths of Lorentz representa- 
tion type (A,0) (superspin s = A) and are isoscalars: F ()q,..0,,- From (3.12.4b), this 
implies that the F'(o)’s are chiral and therefore can be generalized to off-shell irreducible 


(up to bisection) field strengths W,,..0,., DW exits = 0. Physically, the W’s correspond 


to field strengths of conformally invariant models. (They transform in the same way as 
C™*"; as SU(N) scalars, but not U(N) scalars). In the physical models where these 
superfields arise, the chirality and bisection conditions on W are linearized Bianchi 
identities. We can use the projection operator analysis of sec. 3.11 to solve the identities 


by expressing the W’s in terms of appropriate prepotentials. 


When there is no bisection (s + 5N not an integer), the W’s are general chiral 


superfields: W q,...a,, = (Dae eee The W,,....q,,’8 may be expressed in terms of more fun- 


damental superfields. An interesting class of prepotentials are those that contain the 


lowest superspins: In that case, the W’s have the form 


N <2s—-1: W — : Dep ee. Bice Bin 


Ay O95 (2s)! OQN+M 


On+M41°°O25) G1" BM 


NSO Wc DD a seg ae ae” (3.13.1) 


Ay" O25 (—M)!(2s)! ayG_M 495-1 O95) by--b_ 


where W is an arbitrary (complex) superfield and M = s — 5 (N +1). 
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If W is bisected (s + sN integer, (1— K)W = 0), then WY must be expressed in 


terms of a real prepotential V that has maximum superspin s. W has a form similar to 


(3.13.1): 


. _ 1 p-enynn By eh By sae 
Na oe: W aor, ~~ (2s)! i (aay Pays: Payem Vee teases ? 
; __ 1 p7wyn ae aphid 
N > 28: Wee Basi — (My! D*" D ey 1 Hea Vinee ce 1 M (3.13:2) 


where M = s—5N. 


Whether or not W is bisected, ambiguity remains in the prepotentials U ,V, since 
they may still be expressed as derivatives of more fundamental superfields: This leads to 
“variant off-shell multiplets” (see sec. 4.5.c). Our expression (3.13.1) for W in terms of U 
is an example of such an ambiguity: There is no a priori reason why WY must take the 
special form, unless it is obtained as a submultiplet of a bisected higher-N multiplet (as, 
for example, in the case of the N = 1 spin | multiplet (sec. 4.5.e), which is a submul- 
tiplet of the N = 2 supergravity multiplet). Modulo such ambiguities, the expressions 
for W in terms of V and V are the most general local solutions to the Bianchi identities 


constraining W (i.e., chirality, and if possible, bisection). 
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4. CLASSICAL, GLOBAL, SIMPLE (N=1) SUPERFIELDS 


In this chapter we discuss interacting field theories that can be built out of the 
superfields of global N =1 Poincaré supersymmetry. This restricts us to theories 
describing particles with spins no higher than 1. The simplest description of such theo- 


ries is in terms of chiral scalar superfields for particles of the scalar multiplet (spins 0 
and and real scalar gauge superfields for particles of the vector multiplet (spins 


and 1). However, other descriptions are possible; we treat some of these in a general 
framework provided by superforms. We describe N =1 theories and also extended 
N <4 theories in terms of N = 1 superfields. Our primary goal is to explain the struc- 


ture of these theories in superspace. We do not discuss phenomenological models. 


4.1. The scalar multiplet 


a. Renormalizable models 


The lowest superspin representation of the N = 1 supersymmetry algebra is car- 
ried by a chiral scalar superfield. In sec. 3.6 we described its components and transfor- 


mations. In the chiral representation we have ®*) = A+ 6%, —@?F, with complex 


scalar component fields A = 2-3(A-+iB), BS 2-3(F-HiG), and the transformations of 
(3.6.6). 


a.l. Actions 


To find superspace actions for the chiral superfield we use dimensional analysis: 


The superfield contains two complex scalars differing by one unit of dimension (recall 


that @ has dimension — ae however, it contains only one spinor, and we require this 


spinor to have the usual physical dimension . Therefore, we should assign the super- 


field dimension 1. This leads us to a unique choice for a free (quadratic) massless action 


with no dimensional parameters: 
Saf= jes d'9 &® (4.1.1) 


(see sec. 3.7.a for a description of the Berezin integral). Up to an irrelevant phase there 
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is a unique mass term and a unique interaction term with dimensionless coupling con- 


stant: 
Sim) = jets a0 (5 mo? i “') 4. jes Lo (5 mo 4 AB) | (4.1.2) 


The resulting action describes the “Wess-Zumino model”. 


All of the integrals are independent of the representation (vector, chiral or antichi- 
ral) in which the fields are given; the integrands in different representations differ by 


total r-derivatives (from the e” factors, see (3.3.26)), that vanish upon z-integration. 


We can express the action in its component form either by straightforward 
9-expansion and integration, or by D-projection. In the former approach, we write for 


example, in the antichiral representation for 6 = 6), and ®~ = e4@™): 


Shin = / d'x d’6 ®e%@™) 


= i d'e d'6 (A + 04h — OF] P08 [A + 0%, — OF), (4.1.3a) 
and after some algebra obtain 
Skin = / d‘x [ADA + Pid" sb, + FF). (4.1.3b) 
It is simpler to use the projection technique; we write [d'ca‘o = [tid°p® and 


Sas ii d‘z d'0 ® = / d‘z D?[®D?9]| 


= / d‘x [6D?D°® + (D?8)(D?®) + (D°S)(D;D°)]| (4.1.4) 


Using the identities DD?6 = Did® and D?D?& = (19, which follow from the chirality of 
®, and the definition of the components (3.6.7), we obtain (4.1.3b). 


To evaluate chiral integrals by projection we write, for any function f(®) 


jets d°0 f(®) = jes D? f(®) 
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= f ate [7"(@)(DOY + 1()D*A) 


= jes [f"(A)w? + f(A)F] . (4.1.5) 
In particular we obtain for the mass and interaction terms 


(Without loss of generality, we can choose m and X real.) 


We could add a linear term €® and its hermitian conjugate to the action (4.1.2). 
Such a term would add to the component action a linear £F + €F term. However, in 
the Wess-Zumino model such a term can always be eliminated from the action by a con- 
stant shift 6 — @+c. Linear terms do however play an important role in constructing 


models with spontaneous supersymmetry breaking (see sec. 8.3). 


a.2. Auxiliary fields 


The component field F’ does not describe an independent degree of freedom; its 


equation of motion is algebraic: 


F=—-mA-—=)d2 . (4.1.7) 


mle 


If we eliminate the auziliary field F' from the action and the transformation laws, we find 


gs jets [A(D = m2)A + Pid, +m? +P) 


— m(AM + Ad?) — VAP + (Ad? + AVY], (4.1.8) 
and 
dA=— ey , 
bye = TOGA (MA+ IAP) (4.1.9) 


Therefore the Wess-Zumino action gives equal masses to the scalars and the spinor, 


cubic and quartic self-interactions for the scalars, and Yukawa couplings between the 
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scalars and the spinor, all governed by a common coupling constant. 


After eliminating F’, the supersymmetry transformations of the spinor are nonlin- 
ear; this makes an analysis of the supersymmetry Ward identities without the auxiliary 
fields difficult. This is not the only problem caused by eliminating auxiliary component 
fields: The transformations are not only nonlinear, but also dependent on parameters in 
the Lagrangian, and it is difficult to discover further supersymmetric terms that could be 
added to the component Lagrangian (e.g., gauge couplings). Furthermore, equation 
(4.1.7) is not itself supersymmetric unless the equation of motion of the spinor is satis- 


fied; only then is 
6F = —F%O a, (4.1.10) 
the same as 


6F(A) = 6(—mA — =A") = (m4 d\ANE*de (4.1.10b) 


Nle 


For this reason, formulations of supersymmetric theories that lack the component auxil- 
iary fields are often called ‘“on-shell supersymmetric”. Indeed, if we calculate the com- 
mutator of two supersymmetry transformations acting on the spinor, we find that the 
fields A, v, form a representation of the algebra (i.e., the algebra closes) only if the 


spinor equation of motion is satisfied. 


The Wess-Zumino model can be generalized to include several chiral superfields. 


The most general action that leads to a conventional renormalizable theory is 
p= jes d‘'0 Db! + jes d’oP(®')+h.c. , (Ad) 


where P is a polynomial of maximum degree 3 in the fields. The component action has 


the form 


S= jets [4,04 + ,°10% sb,' + FF 


+ jes [P(A)F' + Py(A) Sv the] , (4.1.12) 


where 
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oP ’P 


i= oqr i — DAOAD (4.1.13) 


In particular, elimination of the auxiliary fields gives the scalar interaction terms (the 


scalar potential U): 
-U(A‘)=— 5° |P,? . (4.1.14) 


As a consequence of supersymmetry (see (3.2.10)) the potential is positive semidefinite. 
The action (4.1.11) can also be invariant under a global internal symmetry group carried 
by the ®’s. 


a.3. R-invariance 
An additional tool used to study these models is R-symmetry (3.6.14). This is the 
chiral symmetry generated by rotating @ and 6 by opposite phases (so that / d‘6 is 


invariant but i d’6 is not) and by rotating different chiral superfields by related phases: 


6(2,0,0) > e "G(x, e""0,e°"0) . (4.1.15) 


It may be, but is not always, possible to assign appropriate weights w to the various 
superfields to make the total action R-invariant. For example, with only one chiral mul- 


tiplet, R-invariance holds if either a mass or a dimensionless self-coupling is present, but 
not both: The appropriate transformations weights are w= 1 and w = ; respectively. 


With more than one chiral multiplet, it is possible to write R-symmetric Lagrangians 
having both mass and interaction terms: A chiral self-interaction term is R-invariant if 


its total R-weight w = 2 (i.e., the sum of the R-weights of each superfield factor is 2). 


a.4. Superfield equations 


From the action for a chiral superfield, we obtain the equations of motion by func- 


tional differentiation (see (3.8.10,11)). For example, including sources, we have 
= jets dO B® + ( f ate d°0 [P(®) + JO] + hic} , (4.1.16) 


from which, using (3.8.9-12), we derive the equations 


D’o+P(e)+J=0 , (4.1.17a) 
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D’S6+P(o)+7=0 . (4.1.17b) 

We consider first the massive noninteracting case P(®) = 5 me. Multiplying (4.1.17a) 
by D?, we find 

DD’64+mD?d4+D°J=0 . (4.1.18) 


Substituting (4.1.17b) into (4.1.18) and using the chirality of 6 (D?D°6 = 16), we 


obtain 

(O-—m)®6=mJ—D*J . (4.1.19) 
Similarly, we find 

(O-m)\)od=mJ—-D*s . (4.1.20) 
and these equations can be readily solved. 


For arbitrary P(®), we derive the equations of motion for the component fields by 


projection from the superfield equations. Successively applying D’s to (4.1.17a) we find 


F+P"A)+J,=0 
iO. a P’(A)y* af Iye =) 


A+ P’'"(A)y? + P"F + Jp =0 (4.1.21) 


as would be obtained from the component Lagrangian. 


b. Nonlinear o-models 


If renormalizability is not an issue, we can construct general supersymmetric 
actions by taking arbitrary functions of ®, 6, and their derivatives, and integrating over 
superspace. An interesting class of supersymmetric models that can be constructed out 
of chiral superfields is the generalized nonlinear g-model. In ordinary spacetime, a gen- 
eralized nonlinear o-model is described by fields ¢' that are the coordinates of an arbi- 


trary manifold. The action of such a model is 


s.=-+ { dx 9,(0,6')(O8b) , (4.1.22) 


4.1. The scalar multiplet 155 


where 9i(¢") is the metric tensor defined on the manifold. The supersymmetric general- 
ization of these models is described by chiral superfields ®’ and their conjugates ©, 
which are the complex coordinates of an arbitrary Kahler manifold (see below). (We use 
a group theoretic convention: Upper and lower indices are related by complex conjuga- 
tion, and all factors of the metric are kept explicit.) The action depends on a single real 
function IK(®,®) defined up to arbitrary additive chiral and antichiral terms that do 


not contribute: 
oo jets d*0 IK(®',®,) . (41,23) 


The component content of this action can be worked out straightforwardly using the 


projection technique; we find 
IK seat 
oh 5 [a's SFO AND Yass (4.1.24) 


2 
This has the form (4.1.22) if we identify iat as the metric g;;. A complex manifold 
j 


whose metric can be written (locally) in terms of a potential IK is called Kahler; thus all 
four-dimensional supersymmetric nonlinear o-models are defined on Kahler manifolds. 
Conversely, any bosonic nonlinear o-model whose fields reside on a Kahler manifold can 
be extended to a supersymmetric model. The remaining terms in (4.1.24) provide cou- 


plings between the scalar fields and the spinor fields. 


Kahler geometry is an interesting branch of complex manifold theory that mathe- 
maticians have investigated extensively. Here we discuss only those aspects relevant to 


subsequent topics (e.g., sec. 8.3.b). We define 


ger Dey seer e Sate We 4.1.25 
dyeim O’i1 O@Din O® ;, O® 5 ( a) 
In particular, the metric is 
O° IK 
Te a 4.1.25b 
: O®'0® ; ( ) 


Equivalently, we can write the line element as 


ds’ = IK,/ d®'d®, . (4.1.25c) 


156 4, CLASSICAL, GLOBAL, SIMPLE (N=1) SUPERFIELDS 


The metric, like the action (4.1.23), is invariant under Kahler gauge transformations 
IK — IK + A(®) + A(®) (4.1.26) 


of the Kahler potential JK. Field redefinitions 6’ = f(®) define holomorphic coordinate 
transformations on the manifold; under these, the form of the metric (4.1.25b,c) is pre- 
served, whereas under arbitrary nonholomorphic coordinate transformations, in general 
terms of the form gj; d®' d&! and 7! d®,; d®, are generated in the line element. The 
nonhermitian metric coefficients gj; ,g! are not related to IK ,;, and Ik 4. When working 
with superfields, since ©’ is chiral, only holomorphic coordinate transformations make 
obvious sense; however, we can perform arbitrary coordinate transformations on the 


scalar fields A’. 


Using the gauge transformations (4.1.26) and holomorphic coordinate transforma- 
tions, it is possible to go to a normal gauge where, at any given point ®), ®), evaluated 


at0=6 =0, 


Tg = Ki =0  foralln,m , (4.1.27a) 

TRG = Tier =O". Jor ailnsnesel S (4.1.27b) 

Ki=n! , (4.1.27c) 

with ,/ = (1,1,...—1,—1,...) depending on the signature of the manifold. If the &' 


describe physical matter multiplets, 7,’ = 6,’. In a normal gauge, all the connections 


vanish at the point ®,, the Riemann curvature tensor has the form: 

Re adh ;, (4.1.28a) 
with all other components related by the usual symmetries of the Riemann tensor or 
zero, and hence the Ricci tensor is simply: 

Ri = Ky” . (4.1.28b) 
In a general gauge, the connection is 


r,* = ik, Uk );* (4.1.29a) 


Of 
where (IK~'!)," is the inverse of the metric JK,'; all other components are related by 


complex conjugation or are zero. The contracted connection is, as always, 
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lr, =,’ =[Indet IK,'], . (4.1.29b) 

The Riemann tensor in a general gauge is 
Ri adky? — UK), Kg IK,” (4.1.30a) 

and the Ricci tensor has the simple form 


Manifolds can have symmetries, or isometries. On a Kahler manifold, an isometry 
of the metric is, in general, an invariance of the Kahler potential JK up to a Kahler 
gauge transformation (4.1.26). One can require the isometry to be an invariance of the 
potential. (Actually, this is only true if there is a point on the manifold where the isom- 
etry group is unbroken, i.e., the transformations do not shift the point.) This (partially) 
fixes the Kahler gauge invariance: It is no longer possible to go to a normal gauge 
(4.1.27). However, holomorphic coordinate transformations still make it possible to 
choose normal coordinates, where the metric IK ;’ satisfies (4.1.27c), and its holomorphic 


= IK! , satisfy (4.1.27b) (likewise for the antiholomorphic 


darlm ayertm 


derivatives (IK — ) 


derivatives) but the conditions (4.1.27a) are not satisfied. 


In arbitrary coordinate systems, the isometries act on the coordinates as 
60 SAE.” . 60, =" hs (4.1.31) 


where the A’s are infinitesimal parameters (A =A are constant unless we introduce 
gauge fields and gauge the isometry group; supersymmetric gauge theories are discussed 
in the remainder of this chapter), and the k(®,6)’s are Killing vectors. These satisfy 


Killing’s equations: 


kk, + k,7* = Kini + caer =0 (4.1.32a) 
he RK akg he S04 (4.1.32b) 
where 
Ok’ 
i 4.1.32 
kil = k Ag (4.1.32c) 


and 
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Ok’ 
king =k + kT y! = —— + k* Ky UK"); (4.1.32d) 
O®) 


For holomorphic Killing vectors k' = k'(®),k; =k,(6), (4.1.32a) is a triviality and 
(4.1.32b) follows directly from 


TEMA Ke: =O, (4.1.33) 


which is just the statement that the Kahler potential is invariant under the isometries. 
(Actually, invariance up to gauge transformations (4.1.26) suffices to imply (4.1.32b).) 


We can also write the transformations (4.1.31) as 


ar ae ae _— 
eo A j a —— A : : ‘ 
6D = hk, rl D' , 60, = A* ky; a8, ®, ; (4.1.34a) 
This form exponentiates to give the finite transformation: 
6” = er Mahe aa &', = exp(A* k Soe (4.1.34b) 
‘p A O®i o) 4 ‘p Aj O® a e pane 


For the cases when there exists a fixed point on the manifold, we can choose a special 
coordinate system (that in general is not compatible with normal coordinates) where the 


transformations (4.1.31,34) take the familiar form 


6B'=iA* (T,), 8) , 68, = —i6,K4 (T,), (4.1.35a) 


J 


or, for finite transformations, 


Bi = (ciMTa)i Di ®',=B, (eM M)i, (4.1.35b) 


J u a J 


In arbitrary coordinates, the notion of multiplying vectors by 7 is represented by 
multiplication by a two index tensor called the complex structure. It has the property 
that its square is —1 x a Kronecker delta. For a Kahler manifold, the complex structure 


is covariantly constant and preserves the metric. 


It may happen that there exist nontrivial nonholomorphic coordinate transforma- 
tions that do preserve the form of the metric (4.1.25b,c); then one can show that the 
manifold is hyperKahler. Such manifolds have three linearly independent complex struc- 
tures and are locally quaternionic. They are even (complex) dimensional; all 
hyperKahler manifolds are Ricci flat, though the converse is true only in four (real) 


dimensions (two complex dimensions). 
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4.2. Yang-Mills gauge theories 


a. Prepotentials 


In general, we can find a formulation of any supersymmetric gauge theory either 
by studying off-shell representations to derive the free (linear) theory in terms of uncon- 
strained gauge superfields or prepotentials, or by postulating covariant derivatives and 
imposing covariant constraints on them until all quantities can be expressed in terms of 
a single irreducible representation of supersymmetry. In the former case, we must con- 
struct covariantly transforming derivatives out of the unconstrained fields and generalize 
to the nonlinear case, whereas in the latter case we must solve the covariant constraints 
in terms of prepotentials. We study both approaches and exhibit the relation between 


them. 


a.1. Linear case 
From the analysis of sec. 3.3.a.1, the N = 1 vector multiplet consists of massless 
spin and spin 1 physical states. We denote the corresponding component. field 


strengths by A,, fag. According to the discussion of sec. 3.12.a, these lie in an irre- 
ducible on-shell chiral superfield strength W),, which satisfies the field equations and 
Bianchi identities D°W (9), = 0. The corresponding irreducible off-shell field strength is a 


chiral superfield W,, D;W,, = 0, satisfying the bisection condition (s + 5N a + : is 
an integer) KW, = — W,, which can be written (see (3.11.9)) 
DW,=-D'W,; . (4.2.1) 


(We have a — sign in the bisection condition to obtain usual parity assignments for the 
components.) Therefore, by (3.13.2), it can be expressed in terms of an unconstrained 


real scalar superfield by 
W,=iD-D,.V , We=-iDDDwV , Ve=V , (4.2.2) 
and this turns out to be the simplest description of the corresponding multiplet. 


The definition of W° is invariant under gauge transformations with a chiral param- 


eter A 
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Vi=V+i(A—A) , DzA=DA=0 . (4.2.3) 


Later we generalize this to a nonabelian gauge invariance, but for the moment we ana- 


lyze the simplest case. The prepotential V can be expanded in components by projec- 


tion: 
C=V| ’ Xp = 1D, V | ’ eS 2D eV ’ 
M=DV|, M=DV|, Ag=5[Ds,DJVI , 
\=iD?D,V| , \;=-iD?Dsv| , D'= 5 D°DD.V| (4.2.4a) 


(To avoid confusion with D,, we denote the “D” auxiliary field by D’.) As discussed in 
sec. 3.6.b, there is some choice in the order of the D’s which simply amounts to field 
redefinitions. The particular form we chose in (4.2.4a) is such that the physical compo- 
nents are invariant under the A gauge transformations (except for an ordinary gauge 


transformation of the vector component field). By making a similar component expan- 


sion 
Ae SM ag MS DN eg Agee DPN) (4.2.4b) 
we find 
6C as i(Ay = Ay) ’ 
OXa ~~ Ny, ’ 
6M = _— iN, 5 


6D'=0 . (4.2.5) 


Thus, all the components of V can be gauged away by nonderivative gauge transforma- 
tions except for A,, A, and D’. The vector and spinor are the physical component fields 


of the multiplet; D’ is an auxiliary field. They (and their derivatives) are the only 


4.2. Yang-Mills gauge theories 161 


components appearing in W,: 


Ay = WwW, ) 
mee D D! = Desay 
Fag a) (aW 5)| ’ oa 31D WI ’ 
i0,°\, = D?W,| . (4.2.6) 


The symmetric bispinor f,3; and its conjugate Te g are the self-dual and anti self-dual 


parts of the component field strength of the gauge field A,. The gauge in which A, A, D’ 
are the only nonzero components of V is called the Wess-Zumino gauge. The remaining 


gauge freedom is the usual abelian gauge transformation of the vector component field. 


The Wess-Zumino (“WZ”) gauge breaks supersymmetry: The supersymmetry vari- 


ations of yx, and M violate the gauge condition C = y, = M = 0, e.g., 
OXq = HegM + 1F4(i 5 yg — Aga) 5 (4.2.7) 


does not vanish in the WZ gauge. We can define transformations that preserve the WZ 
gauge by augmenting the usual supersymmetry transformations with “gauge-restoring” 


gauge transformations. Thus, instead of 
5 V =i(F*Q:+ QV, (4.2.8) 
we take 


6 7V = i(@°O, + CQ,)V + i(A — AY”? 


=i(e*Q 2 + QV, (4.2.9) 


where A"’ is chosen to restore the WZ gauge condition by canceling the terms in 6.V 


that violate it. Specifically, 6,""., = 0 requires 
OECD) = 0% (4.2.10) 
Using D?V| = 0 and {D;, D,}V| = 0,V| = 0 (in the WZ gauge), we have 
A,"? = D,AY?| = i€*D;D,V| =it*A,. . (4.2.11) 


Similarly, from 6,7. M = 0 we find 
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A,W2 = D?AW7| = -F°Xs (4.2.12) 


Finally, from 6,"7C = 0, we find that A,"”7 = A,"%. The remaining real scalar in A” is 


the usual component gauge parameter for the vector gauge field (see (4.2.5)). 


The WZ gauge preserving “supersymmetry” transformations are 


JA, = — WEgAg or Ey A3) ’ 


a 
~ 
8 

| 


_ €” f ba ae 1€,D! ’ 


6D! = 5 Ogg(E*" — €2X4) (4.2.13) 


The commutator algebra of these transformations closes only up to gauge transforma- 
tions of the vector field. The need for gauge-restoring A transformations makes super- 
symmetric quantization in the WZ gauge impossible. The (vector) gauge-fixing proce- 


dure, by breaking gauge invariance, also breaks supersymmetry. 


From the requirement that the physical components A, and A, have canonical 
dimension, we conclude that V has dimension zero. By dimensional analysis and gauge 


invariance under the A transformations we find the action 
ee jes @6W? = 5 [as dO0VD°D?D,V (4.2.14) 
Replacing d?@ by D? and using (4.2.6), we obtain the component action 
S= / d'x [- : ff g tO yD"). (4.2.15) 


We have not added the hermitian conjugate to S$; Im S is a total derivative and con- 
tributes only a surface term (~ [ dte ested Ff od + spinorial terms). The field D’ is 


clearly auxiliary. 


a.2. Nonlinear case 


The nonabelian generalization can be motivated by starting with a global internal 
symmetry and making it local. For this purpose we consider a multiplet of chiral scalar 
fields ® transforming according to some representation of a global group with generators 


T, and constant parameters A*: 
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Ole" O. MSO TSF 3 (4.2.16) 


We extend this to a local transformation in superspace. Clearly, to maintain the chiral- 
ity of ® the local parameters should be chiral. We therefore consider transformations of 


the form 
@=ce4S , A=A4T, , DeA=0 , (4.2.17) 


and correspondingly, for the antichiral ©, transforming with the complex conjugate rep- 


resentation, 
AHO, (4.2.18) 


The Lagrangian ®® is invariant if the parameters \* are real. For local transfor- 
mations A 4 A and we must introduce a gauge field to covariantize the action. The sim- 
plest procedure is to introduce a multiplet of real scalar superfields V* transforming in 


the following fashion: 
» VeVi o (4.2.19) 


In the abelian case, this transformation is just (4.2.3). We covariantize the action by 
jets d'0Ge'® . (4.2.20) 


The gauge field V acts as a "converter", changing a A representation to a A repre- 


sentation of the group. Thus, 
(eV @)' =e") , (4.2.21a) 
and similarly 


(Be')'=(Ge")e™ . (4.2.21b) 


In the nonabelian case, even the infinitesimal gauge transformations of V are 
highly nonlinear. Nonetheless, as in the abelian case they can be used to algebraically 
gauge away all but the physical components of V“ and take us to the Wess-Zumino 
gauge: Starting with an arbitrary V, we perform successive gauge transformations to 
gauge away C, y,, and M. Requiring that the first transformation gauge away C'’ we 
find, by evaluating (4.2.19) at 6 = 0: 
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l= ev | = eth he | = (e141) e° (eA) (4.2.22) 


v] 


and hence we must choose A, = AM | = —i 5C. The gauge C’ = 0 is preserved by all 
further transformations with ImA, =0. To gauge away y, we choose a second gauge 


transformation A? (with A®, = 0) by requiring 


0 = Dye”"| = Dale ee“) | 
SDV | 41D AO |S iy a) (4.2.23) 
and hence A?), = DA | ——~y’,. Finally, we can find a third transformation A® to 


gauge away M. In the WZ gauge, the only gauge freedom left corresponds to ordinary 


gauge transformations of the vector field A,, with parameter A = A = w(z). 


As in the abelian case, the WZ gauge is not supersymmetric, and gauge-restoring 
transformations are required to define the WZ gauge “supersymmetry” transformations. 
The parameter of the transformations is still (4.2.11-12), but the transformations now 
become nonabelian and hence nonlinear. To find them, we compute the infinitesimal 


gauge transformations of V: We begin by defining the symbol 


Lp ko = |Vi5:X |" 5 (4.2.24) 
so that 
pe Xe Sex: -%, (4.2.25) 
From [V,e"] = 0 we obtain 
(5V)e” + V(de") — e” (5V) — (e")V =0 , (4.2.26a) 
or 
e735” (5V)e2" - es” (5V)e73" + en" IV, Se" Je" ar (4.2.26b) 
and hence 


2 sinh(5 L,)(6V) = eo" L, (5e" e-3 
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= iL,{eosh(5 L,)(K—A) - sinh(5 L,)(K+ A) : (4.2.27) 


from which it follows 


6V = —5iL,[K+ A + coth(5L,)(A — B)] 


=i(R-A)-5i[V,A+A)+0(V?) . (4.2.28) 


From the transformations (4.2.28) and the parameter (4.2.11-12) we find the non- 
abelian WZ gauge-preserving “supersymmetry” transformations: 


0Ag = —t(Egry + Erg); 
Oy = —€' fa +ie,D’ , 


6D! = 5 Vag(E2a" — 4), (4.2.29) 


where now f,g is the self-dual part of the mnonabelian field strength and 
Vise = Ong 1A 


transformations (4.2.13). The components of the nonabelian vector multiplet are covari- 


ag Lhe nonlinearity comes from the gauge-covariantization of the linear 


ant generalizations of the abelian components; in the WZ gauge, they are the same as 


(4.2.4a) (see also (4.3.5)). 


a.3. Covariant derivatives 


The gauge field V can be used to construct derivatives, gauge covariant with 


respect to A transformations 
Va = D5 ad il, = (Va,Ve. Vea) ; (4.2.30) 
defined by the requirement 


(V4®)' = e4(V48) , (4.2.31) 


Vizg=eAVye , (4.2.32a) 


or 
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OM je 1 gal ee (4.2.32b) 
Since A is chiral, V; = D, is covariant without further modification: 
Vie=e4Dse A=Ve . (4.2.33) 


The undotted spinor derivative D,, is covariant with respect to A transformations. We 
can use e’ to convert it into a derivative covariant with respect to A (see (4.2.21)); 


an V 
V,=e Dye’ transforms correctly: 


vi, = (e* eve) Diufet ele) 
=> eA e" Deve * 


Se Ve (4.2.34) 


Finally, we construct V, by analogy with (3.4.9): V, = Vag = —1{Va,Va}-. Its covari- 


ance follows from that of V, and V,,;. 


We summarize: 
Vie = (6 Dee" Des UV 5 Val) (4.2.35) 


These derivatives are not hermitian. Their conjugates V4 are covariant with 


respect to A transformations: 


Viee wie . (4.2.36) 


The derivatives V4 (V4) are called gauge chiral (antichiral) representation covariant 


derivatives. They are related by a nonunitary similarity transformation 
Vaz=eVuae” . (4.2.37) 


This is analogous to the relation between global supersymmetry chiral and antichiral 


representations 
DAO =X D,Pe" (4.2.38) 


of (3.4.8). 
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The gauge covariant derivatives are usually defined in terms of vector representa- 


tion D,’s; if we express these in terms of ordinary derivatives, (4.2.35) becomes 
Vie e 49, ex! es e@ Fe ,- t{Va,Va}) . (4.2.39) 
By a further similarity transformation V 4 — oa! VA ei, we go to a new representation 
that is chiral with respect to both global supersymmetry and gauge transformations: 
Vi = (e724 av ea, ei” eV 634 ,0¢,—-HVa,Veh) . (4.2.40) 
We define V by 
er Ve = QUtV (4.2.41) 


In this form, it is clear that V gauge covariantizes U: i6°0' oe —> 


vee i0°O “(8.4 —iA,.) +---. This combination transforms as 


(eo = eih(eU+V ei , OA=IOzsA=0 . (4.2.42) 
There also exists a symmetric gauge vector representation that treats chiral and antichi- 
ral fields on the same footing. Such a representation uses a complex scalar gauge field 
Q, and requires a larger gauge group. We discuss the vector representation in subsec. 
4.2.b, where the covariant derivatives are defined abstractly, and where it enters natu- 


rally. 


a.4. Field strengths 
The covariant derivatives define field strengths by commutation: 
[Va, Vel} =Tan°Vo-iF ap . (4.2.43) 


with V=V‘T,, and 7, in the adjoint representation. From the explicit form of the 
covariant derivatives (4.2.35) we find that the torsion T'4,° is the same one as in flat 


global superspace (3.4.19), and some field strengths vanish: 


Fig =F,=F,=0 . (4.2.44) 


The remaining field strengths are 


Ps of => C',,D°(eY Dee") = 1C',5W 5 
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1 
- 2 (Ca3ViaoW a) Slr CopV(aW ») ‘ 


adBe 


WS iD (e De)’, 


Wr=e Wee’ =e '(-W,)e” . (4.2.45) 


(Recall that W* = (W°)' implies W; = (—W,,)' (3.1.20).) Thus all the field strengths of 
the theory are expressed in terms of a single spinor W, that is the nonlinear version of 


(4.2.2). It satisfies Bianchi identities analogous to (4.2.1): 
VW,=-VWe . (4.2.46) 


It is chiral, has dimension . and can be used to construct a gauge invariant action 
= fir [de dew? =— sate | ae d‘0 (e~’ D®e" )D°(e"" Dae”), 


V=aV4T, , tT sTe =Sen - (4.2.47) 


As in the abelian case, this action is hermitian up to a surface term (see discussion fol- 


lowing (4.2.15)). 


a.5. Covariant variations 


To derive the field equations from the action (4.2.47), we need to vary the action 
with respect to V. However, since V is not a covariant object, this results in noncovari- 
ant field equations (although multiplication by a suitable (but complicated) invertible 
operator covariantizes them). In addition, variation with respect to V is complicated 
because V appears in e” factors. We therefore define a covariant variation of V by 
1—-e- 
=—_e— OV = 0V Eee. « (4.2.48) 


V 


AV =e de" = 


AV satisfies the chiral representation hermiticity condition as in (4.2.37). In practice, 
we always vary an action with respect to V by expressing its variation in terms of de”, 
and then rewriting that in terms of AV. We thus define a covariant functional deriva- 


AFIV] 


tive AV 


by (cf. (3.8.3)) 
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FIV + 6V] — F[V] = (AV, a )+O((AV)’) . (4.2.49) 


We now obtain the equations of motion from: 


g 6S =i tr f a's d‘0 d(e-" D°e’ )W,, 


= tr f a's d*0 [e-” D®e” , AVIW,, 


=—-itr / d'zd*9 AVV°W,,_ , (4.2.50) 
which gives 
AS: 
tS SIV =O... 4.2.51 
g AV iV°W, =9 (4.2.51) 
x K Xx 


At the end of sec. 3.6 we expressed supersymmetry transformations in terms of the 
spinor derivatives D,. Using the covariant derivatives that we have constructed, we can 
write manifestly gauge covariant supersymmetry transformations by using the form 


(3.6.13) (for w = 0) and adding the gauge transformation 
A=iD(I°D,¢) , (4.2.52a) 
where I’, is defined in (4.2.30). We then find 
eV bce = (W°V,+ WV s)C = (We "De te 'Wae"Ds)C — (4.2.52b) 


(where ¢ is a real x-independent superfield that commutes with the group generators, 
e.g., Va¢ = D,¢). Since (4.2.52b) is manifestly gauge covariant, it preserves the Wess- 
Zumino gauge (but it is not a symmetry of the action after gauge-fixing). The corre- 
sponding supersymmetry transformations for covariantly chiral superfields 6, V;® = 0 


with arbitrary R-weight w are 


66 = —iV"((V°OV, + u(V7O)]® . (4.2.52c) 
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b. Covariant approach 


In this subsection we discuss another approach to supersymmetric Yang-Mills 
theory that reverses the direction of the previous section. We postulate derivatives 
transforming covariantly under a gauge group, impose constraints on them, and discover 
that they can be expressed in terms of prepotentials. This procedure will prove espe- 
cially useful in studying supergravity and extended super-Yang-Mills, so we give a 


detailed analysis for the simpler case of N = 1 super-Yang-Mills. 


We start with the ordinary’ superspace_ derivatives D, _ satisfying 
[D4,Dp}=T4p°Dc, where T42° is the torsion and has only one nonzero component 


Wage (see(3.4.19)). For a Lie algebra with generators T, we covariantize the derivatives 


by introducing connection fields 


VA = Dy — iD, 5 (4.2.53) 
where Pr, =T'4?T, is hermitian and V4, = — (—)4V4. At the component level we have 
Pa =a + 5080 9g $0 , Peewee, (4.2.54a) 


and hence 


Vi=9O,—iWat--: , (4.2.54b) 
so that the component derivatives are covariantized. 


Under gauge transformations the covariant derivatives are postulated to transform 


as 
VS eve (4.2.55) 


where the parameter K = K*“T, is a real superfield. 


K =w(x) + 0°K (2) + PPR G(2) +0. (4.2.56) 


This is very different from what emerged in the previous section: Instead of chiral 
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representation derivatives transforming with the chiral parameter A, we have vector rep- 
resentation hermitian derivatives, transforming with the hermitian parameter kK. The 
asymmetric form of the previous section will emerge when we make a similarity transfor- 


mation to go to the chiral representation. 


For infinitesimal K, we find the component transformations: 


w] , (4.2.57) 


where w= K|, w,, =[Dz,D,|K| =@,,;. The component gauge parameter w,; can be 


algebraically; however, the component fields Rev,, and w,; 


used to gauge away Im v,. a 


a 


both remain as two a priori independent gauge fields for the same component gauge 


transformation. To avoid this we impose constraints on the covariant derivatives. 


b.1. Conventional constraints 


Field strengths F',, are defined by (4.2.43). Substituting (4.2.53) we find 
Fag = Duals) — i 4,0 a} —Tas To .- (4.2.58) 
In particular, 


Fig =D 3+ Dy -—iVa Te} —- Tag - (4.2.59) 


a 


If we impose the constraint 
F..=0 , (4.2.60) 


(4.2.59) defines the vector connection [,. in terms of the spinor connections. (In com- 


ponents, this expresses w,,. in terms of v,. and v,.) 


In any theory one can add covariant terms to the connections (e.g., (3.10.22)) 
without changing the transformation of the covariant derivatives. If we did not impose 
the constraint (4.2.60) on the connections [.4, we could define equally satisfactory new 
connections I’, = (T,,0 3,04 — ify.) that identically satisfy the constraints. For this 


reason (4.2.60) is called a conventional constraint. It implies 


Va _— (Ya Ve > WA 6 ,Vah) : (4.2.61) 
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The theory now is expressed entirely in terms of the connection [,. However, it 


contains spin s > 1 gauge covariant component fields, for example 


Yass =F tag] = 1D3, Pel al+-- - (4.2.62) 


It also contains a superfield strength F’,3 whose 6-independent component 
fog = Foe) = Dil) +-°: ; (4.2.63) 


is a dimension one symmetric spinor (equivalent to an antisymmetric second rank ten- 
sor). Because of its dimension, it cannot be the Yang-Mills field strength. Although in 
principle the theory might contain such fields (as auxiliary, not physical, components), in 
the covariant approach there are generally further types of constraints that eliminate 


(many) such components. 


b.2. Representation-preserving constraints 


To couple scalar multiplets described by chiral scalar superfields to super-Yang- 
Mills theory, we must define covariantly chiral superfields ®: The covariant derivatives 
transform with the hermitian parameter K, and all fields must either be neutral or 
transform with the same parameter. However, K is not chiral, and gauge transforma- 
tions will not preserve chirality defined with D;. Instead we define a covariantly chiral 


superfield by 


V,P=0 , ®=Ge% . (4.2.64) 
This implies 
0={Vz,Vg}o=—- iF, @ . (4.2.65) 
Consistency requires that we impose the representation-preserving constraint 
Fyg=F,,=0 . (4.2.66) 
This can be written as 


{Va Vea} =0 . (4.2.67) 


The most general solution is 
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V,=e'D,e , A=OAT, , (4.2.68) 


where (“ is an arbitrary complex superfield. Eq. (4.2.67) states that V, satisfies the 
same algebra as D,, and the solution expresses the fact that they are equivalent up to a 


complex gauge transformation. Hermitian conjugation yields 
Ve=e’Dge? . (4.2.69) 


Thus Vy, is completely expressed in terms of the unconstrained prepotential Q by the 


solutions (4.2.61,68,69) to the constraints (4.2.60,66). 
The K gauge transformations are realized by 
(etre 3 (4.2.70) 


However, the solution to the constraint (4.2.67) has introduced an additional gauge 


invariance: The covariant derivatives (4.2.68) are invariant under the transformation 
(e%)'=e%e® | DsA=0 . (42-71) 
Therefore, the gauge group of (2 is larger than that of Ty. 
We define the K-invariant hermitian part of 2 by 
eV = ere? . (4.2.72) 


The K gauge transformations can be used to gauge away the antihermitian part of (. 
In this gauge, 9 = = 5V, and A transformations must be accompanied by gauge- 


restoring K transformations: 


(eny" = eA eM eK (A) 


eo iK (A) — e eA (eiR 2% e-id)5 (4.2.73) 


In any gauge, the transformation of V is 
(eV)’=eeVe . (4.2.74) 
We have defined covariantly chiral superfields ® by (4.2.64). We can use 2 (see 


(4.2.69)) to express them in terms of ordinary chiral superfields ®y (which we called ® in 


sect. 4.2.a): 
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@=e8, , Dzb,=0 . (4.2.75) 
The factor e® converts K -transforming fields into A-transforming fields: 


(B,)’ = (e-%6)' = e4*O, . (4.2.76) 


A useful identity that follows from the explicit form (4.2.68) expresses dV, in 


terms of an arbitrary variation 62: 


5Vq = (Se ePVey + Vae Pde" = [V,,€ %5e™] (4.2.77) 


b.3. Gauge chiral representation 


We can also use 2. to go to gauge chiral representation in which all quantities are 
K-inert and transform only under A. This is analogous to and not to be confused with 
the supersymmetry chiral representation (3.3.24-27), (3.4.8). We make a similarity 


transformation 


VoA= e &Y ,e® = (e-" Dye” ’ D; a {Vo ’ Voat) ’ 


0) = Fe® = (B)e" . (4.2.78) 


The quantities Vo, and ®, are the chiral representation V4, and ® of the previous sub- 
section. We sometimes write the chiral representation hermitian conjugate of ®y as ®, 


to avoid confusion with the ordinary hermitian conjugate ®) = (®)). 


In the chiral representation we see no trace of 2 or K: Only V and A appear. 


However, we necessarily have an asymmetry between chiral and antichiral objects. 


c. Bianchi identities 


In subsection 4.2.a we analyzed the physical content of the theory using compo- 
nent expansions and the Wess-Zumino gauge. Alternatively, we can find the field con- 


tent of the theory by “solving” the Bianchi identities. These follow from the Jacobi 
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identities: 
[VialVe,Voyff=0 , 
which imply 


Vik ac) — Taal’ F pic) = 0 
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(4.2.79a) 


(4.2.79b) 


Normally these equations are trivial identities. However, once constraints have been 


imposed on some field strengths, they give information about the remaining ones, and in 


particular allow one to express all the fields strengths in terms of a basic set. We now 


describe the procedure. 


We solve the equations (4.2.79) subject to the constraints (4.2.60,66) starting with 


the ones of lowest dimension. For each equation, we consider various pieces irreducible 


under the Lorentz group, and see what relations are implied among the field strengths. 


Thus, for example, the relation [{V(.,Vg},Vy]=0 is identically satisfied when 


Pek = 0. From {Va ’ Vat Va] + [{V + ; Via} , Ve) = 0, we find 


(apg —9 > 


which implies, for some spinor superfield W ,, 

F 4g = — 1CeW i 
From [{V.,Ve}, Vel + {[Ve. Vial, Vay} = 0 we find 

CyaVayW;=0 , 
which implies 
V~W5=0 
From [{V.,V 4}, Ve) + {[Ve, Va], Va} + {[Ve, Va], Vo} = 0 we obtain 
F ayy t CraVEWe + CyVoW,=0 , 


which separates into two equations: 


1 = = = 
=a (CasV (aW 5, + C3ViaW gy) = Cash 33 + Ces fas 


ad,8B 


and 


(4.2.80) 


(4.2.81) 


(4.2.82) 


(4.2.83) 


(4.2.84) 


(4.2.85) 
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VW, +VIW 3 =0 | (4.2.86) 
These can be reexpressed as 
VaW g=1C gD’ + fag 5 D'= D’=- 5 V°Wo : (4.2.87) 


Finally, [[Va, Vw),Vaql + [[Vo, Vel, Vo] = 9 and [[Vu, Vo], Vg] =9 are automatically sat- 


isfied as a consequence of the previous identities. From (4.2.87) we also obtain 


VaD'=5V!Wo 


— 1 
Vifog=t 3 VieaW ay) (4.2.88) 
and 


1 : —* 
Vol ay = 5 Capi¥;W” (4.2.89) 


Therefore, all the field strengths are expressed in terms of the chiral field strength 


W°. In particular, the commutators of the covariant derivatives can be written as: 


{V.,Ve} = 0 ’ 


{Va Vat} = V3 ’ 


[Va 5 iV os] == 1C'5,.Wo 5 
[?VatVa) = UC s3fag + Coat 43) : (4.2.90) 
Furthermore, the set 
P= LW gy Soph ’ (4.2.91) 


is closed under the operation of applying V, and V: Only spacetime derivatives V, of 
F are generated. These superfields are the nonlinear off-shell extension of the superfield 
strengths W,,,) of sec. 3.12. The covariant components are the 6 = 0 projections of these 
superfields. Thus the constraints and the Bianchi identities directly determine the field 
content of the theory. 
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The existence of a “geometric” superspace formulation in terms of a (constrained) 
connection [', is important. For quantized super Yang-Mills theories, the geometric (or 
covariant) formulation can be combined with the background field method to derive 
improved superfield power-counting laws. We can also use I‘, to generalize the concept 
of the path-ordered phase factor to superspace: 


a A 
PP [e' ie Oy (4.2.92) 


A 


where the differential superspace element dz“ is to be interpreted as dr for T some 


parametrization of the path. (In particular, fae is not a Berezin integral.) If we 


choose a closed path, this quantity defines a supersymmetric Wilson loop. Thus nonper- 
turbative studies of ordinary Yang-Mills theories based on the properties of the Wilson 
loop should be extendible into superspace. (There is also a manifestly covariant form of 


path ordering, expressed directly in terms of covariant derivatives: see sec. 6.6.) 
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4.3. Gauge-invariant models 


a. Renormalizable models 


In this subsection we consider properties of systems of interacting chiral and real 


gauge superfields with actions of the form 
S= jes d'0 &,(e")) ,@! + tr fata d’0 W? + if d‘z d’0 P(S') +h.c.] (4.3.1) 


(in the gauge-chiral representation), invariant under a group G. Here Vi, ek tw j 
and (T,)' 


In the vector representation, (4.3.1) takes the form 


; 18 a (in general reducible) matrix representation of the generators T, of G. 


s= jets d‘0 &,@' + ir f a's OW? + if d‘z d°?0 P(®') + h.c. | (4.3.2) 


where we have used tre° fe® = tr f in the chiral integral, and rewritten the action in 
terms of covariantly chiral superfields. The gauge coupling has been set to 1, but can be 
restored by the rescalings W, - g 'W,. S may be R-symmetric, with the gauge super- 
field transforming as V'(2,0,0) = V(z,e"0,e"0). 


Another term can be added to the action: If G is abelian, or has an abelian sub- 


group, the Fayet-Iliopoulos term 
Sr = tr f a's d’@vV = tr f a's vD' , (4.3.3) 


is gauge invariant. 


Component actions can be obtained by the projection techniques we have dis- 
cussed before. A more efficient and, up to field redefinitions, totally equivalent proce- 
dure is to define covariant components by projecting with covariant derivatives. Thus, 


for a covariantly chiral superfield we define 
A=%| , ~=V,®%| , F=V’O| . (4.3.4) 


Similarly, the covariant components of the gauge multiplet can be obtained by projection 


from W, (here fg denotes the component field strength): 


1 
Av = W,| ’ fog = 5 1Via Ways ’ 
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iVe'Xs =51V9{Vs,Walll » D'=-5{V*,Wa}l - (4.3.5) 


The covariant derivative Ve | is the covariant space-time derivative. To obtain compo- 
nent actions by covariant projection, we use the fact that on a gauge invariant quantity 
D?D?2 = Vey 


The component action that results from (4.3.1) plus (4.3.3) takes the form 


+ A(D')',Ai + FF; + tr (XUV 04, Nal — 5 f8fag + D?) 


+ trvD! + (P;Fi + 5 Pybtw,/ +h.c.)] (4.3.6) 


where OD = 5 VV as P,,P, are defined in (4.1.13), (A)’; =A*T,, etc. The auxiliary 
field D’ can be eliminated algebraically using its field equations. This leads to interac- 


tion terms for the spin-zero fields of the chiral multiplets: 


Up =——[A,(T,)', A? + vtrT ,]? (4.3.7) 


1 
4 


in addition to those obtained by eliminating F (see (4.1.14)). 


b. CP(n) models 


In sec. 4.1.b we discussed supersymmetric nonlinear o-models written in terms of 
chiral and antichiral superfields that are the complex coordinates of a Kahler manifold. 
Some nonlinear o-models can be written linearly if we introduce a (classically) non-prop- 
agating gauge field. We consider here supersymmetric extensions of the bosonic CP(n) 
models. The bosonic models are straightforward generalizations of the CP(1) model of 
sec. 3.10. They are written in terms of (n +1) complex scalar fields z' constrained by 
z'Z, =c; the action is written by introducing an abelian gauge field with no kinetic 


term: 


a 


= jets ((8,; — 2A, 5)2"? + D(z"? — ©] , (4.3.8) 


where D’ is a Lagrange multiplier field. Eliminating A. by its classical field equation, 
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we find the action given in (3.10.23). This action is still invariant under the local U(1) 


gauge transformation z — ez, 7—e "* where a(z) is a real parameter. It can be 


rewritten in terms of n + 1 unconstrained fields Z' in the form (3.10.30). 


In the supersymmetric case, the model is most conveniently described in terms of 
(n +1) chiral fields ® (and their complex conjugates ®), and a single abelian gauge field 
V. The action, which is globally supersymmetric, SU(n+ 1) invariant, and locally 


gauge invariant, is: 
i jes d‘0 (®'S,e" —cV) . (4.3.9) 


Note the presence of the Fayet-Iliopoulos term. Upon eliminating the gauge field V by 


its field equation we find 
S= jes d‘0cln(®'®,) . (4.3.10) 


This action is still invariant under the (local) abelian gauge transformation ® — e'*®. 
We can use this invariance to choose a gauge, e.g., ®' = (c,u,). In components, (4.3.10) 
gives the action generalizing (3.10.30) for the CP(n) nonlinear o-model coupled to a 


spinor field. 


The action (4.3.9) has a straightforward generalization: 
= jets d‘0 (®,(e")',@/ —ctrV) , (4.3.11) 


where, as in (4.3.1), V =V“T, and (T,)', is a (in general reducible) matrix representa- 


J 
tion of the generators 7’, of some group. However, in contrast to (4.3.9), when we vary 
(4.3.11) with respect to V, we get an equation that in general does not have an explicit 


solution: 
eT, O=cirT,=0 . (4.3.12) 


(To derive (4.3.12), we use the covariant variation (4.2.48) AV = AV4T, =e~" de", and 
trAV = troV.) 


4.4, Superforms 181 


4.4. Superforms 


a. General 


In ordinary spacetime, there is a family of gauge theories that can be constructed 


systematically; these theories are expressed in terms of — p-forms 


[ees = do \ ie Dan oe eed Seen where the differentials satisfy 


dz™/\ dz* = —dx"/ dz™. The “tower” of theories based on forms is: I) = scalar, Ty, = 
vector gauge field, [, = tensor gauge field, [; = auxiliary field, and [T, = “nothing” 


field. Their gauge transformations, field strengths, and Bianchi identities are given by 


gauge transformation : or 


field strength : Pog a 


Bianchi identity : OE i (4.4.1) 


Here K,, T',, F, are p-form gauge parameters, gauge fields, and field strengths respec- 
tively, and d = dz™0,,. By definition, —1-forms vanish, and 5-forms (or (D+1)-forms in 
D dimensions) vanish by antisymmetry. The Bianchi identities and the gauge invariance 


of the field strengths are automatic consequences of the Poincaré lemma dd = 0. 


In superspace the same construction is possible, using super p-forms: 


iS (—1) 370-9 = dz... A dz y (4.4.2a) 
p! —— 


(note the ordering of the indices), where now 
det Ade = —(-) de Ade”, (4.4.2b) 


the coefficients of the form are superfields, and d = dz“0,,. The same tower of gauge 
parameters, gauge fields, field strengths, and Bianchi identities can be built up (now 
using the superPoincaré lemma dd = 0). An advantage of this description of flat super- 
space theories is that it generalizes immediately to curved superspace and determines 


the coupling of these global multiplets to supergravity. 


However, superforms do not describe irreducible representations of supersymmetry 


unless we impose constraints. To maintain gauge invariance, these constraints should be 


182 4, CLASSICAL, GLOBAL, SIMPLE (N=1) SUPERFIELDS 


imposed on the coefficients of the field strength form; when the constraints are solved, 
the coefficients of the (gauge) potential form are expressed in terms of prepotentials. In 
table 4.4.1 the prepotentials A, correspond to the constrained super p-form A, and the 


expressions dA, correspond to dA,. 


pelle iA, 
® i(® — ®) 
1 V iD? D°V 
2 | @ | 5(D,0°+D;6") 
3 D°V 
4 ® 0 


Table 4.4.1. Simple superfields (prepotentials) corresponding to superforms 


In this Table ® and ®* are chiral and V is real. The relation ae =A 4-) corresponds to 


Pp 
Hodge duality of the component forms. 


The constrained super p-forms correspond to particular prepotentials A, whether 


A, is a gauge parameter K a field strength F 


. a potential [ 


~ a p or a Bianchi identity 
(dF),. The explicit expressions for A, in terms of A, take the same form whether A is 
K,I,F,or dF. Thus the prepotentials give rise to a tower of theories that mimics (4.4.1): 
The gauge field strength and Bianchi identities at one level are the gauge parameter and 
field strength at the next level. If A,_,, A,, and A,,, are the gauge parameter K’,_,, the 
gauge field [,, and the field strength F’,,, superforms, respectively, then the gauge 


transformation, field strength, and Bianchi identities of the prepotentials are 


gauge transformation : 0) T, = dK, ; 
field strength: F rH = dv 4 
Bianchi identity : dF v4 = 0h 4 (4.4.3) 


The Lagrangians for all p-form theories are quadratic in the field strengths, without 


extra derivatives. We discuss details in the subsections that follow. 
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Under a supersymmetry transformation the superforms are defined to transform as 
ede ST (ede (4.4.4) 
where (cf. (3.3.15)) 


dz’ = (do, do" dx) = (do", do" , dati — (cH do" 4 e'dQ")) ; (4.4.5) 


NI se. 


Consequently, the coefficients [yy... mix under supersymmetry transformations and this 
makes it difficult to impose supersymmetric constraints on them. To maintain manifest 
supersymmetry, we therefore go to a “tangent space” basis, parametrized by the duals of 
the covariant derivatives D, rather than the duals of 0,,.. We use the flat superspace 


vielbeins D4.“ (3.4.16): 
Di =D Og SDs Da): 5 (4.4.6) 
and the dual forms 
wt=dze@(D"),* .. (4.4.7) 
From (3.4.18), the D’s satisfy 
DiaDpy =Tag° Deo" , (4.4.8) 
and hence 
CO ier Tage 3, (4.4.9) 
In this w-basis we write a superform as 


1y(p—1) 1 
r= (—1)2” 1) ui sap ae J ey : (4.4.10) 


We also have d = dz”0,, =w“D,. The tangent space coefficients Py...4, of the p-form 
do not mix under supersymmetry transformations because w“ is invariant. We can now 
impose supersymmetric constraints on individual coefficients of a form. 

In this basis, the coefficients of the field strength form (on which we impose the 


constraints) F’,,, = dI’, have the following expression in terms of the gauge fields: 


1 1 B 
ty eee Beer = ot AP Ay Apa) = Dp opr. laa DB] Ag~-Apst) ; (4.4.11) 


where the torsion terms come from (4.4.9). The Bianchi identity on F’ takes a similar 
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appearance. Equation (4.4.11) is the essential result we need for the discussion of sub- 
secs. 4.4.b-e. 


We now summarize some of the results of subsecs. 4.4.b-e. In particular, we give 
the explicit expressions for the coefficients of the superforms A, in terms of the prepo- 
tentials A, (of table 4.4.1) for all p. In the case of I’,, these expressions are found by 
solving the constraints on certain coefficients of F’,,, and choosing a suitable K-gauge 
(6. =dk). The expressions for K follow from the new invariance found when solving 
these constraints. The expressions for F’ follow from solving those Bianchi identities dF 
that explicitly express one part of F in terms of another in the presence of the con- 
straints. Finally, for dF’, the explicit expressions correspond to the remaining part of the 
Bianchi identities that are not algebraically soluble. (For clarification, see subsecs. 4.4.b- 


e, where the expressions are worked out in detail.) We find: 


A 


p=0: A=-=(A+A) 


2 


Nl re 


p=4:  Agays = And = A gai = Agga = Aapsa = A bea ah 


A 


Aa 


A Sia = 2e7D° A 


’ A ahead = Qi€srea(D2A — D*A) 5 (4.4.12) 


where for even p, DA = 0, and for odd p, A = A. 
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For example, in the case of the vector multiplet of sec. 4.2, we found the vector 
representation potentials [, given by the case p= 1 above, with A =V (in the vector 
representation, and in the gauge where Q =Q = 5V5 then K = 5(A+A), as given 
above by p = 0); the field strengths F'4, by p = 2 above, with A, =W,, =iD°?D,V (by 
table 4.4.1); and the remaining Bianchi identity dF on W, by p=3 above, with 
A= 5 (DW° —- D;W°) (again by table 4.4.1; dF = 0 thus reduces to A(W°) = 0). Fur- 
ther examples will be derived in the remainder of this section. (Note that an action 
written in terms of a super 0-form does not describe the most general chiral multiplet 
theory: The field strength F', = D,V always has the invariance 6 =k, where k is a 
real constant. Here dF = 6[i(6—®)]=0 for 66=k. This invariance excludes mass 
terms, and has consequences even for the free massless multiplet when it is coupled to 


supergravity. ) 


b. Vector multiplet 


As an introduction, we describe the abelian vector multiplet in the language of 


superforms. We begin with a real super 1 —form 
Tj=0T, +07: +uP, , (4.4.13) 


with gauge transformation 6, =dK,y, where Ky, is a 0—form (scalar). The field 
strength is a super 2—form F,=dI,, with superfield coefficients that follow from 


(4.4.11): 


ee = Dl's) ’ 


Ls = D3 + Da a D3 5 


1 . 
Fs oN C 4300 Ty + ae (4.4.14) 


2 


We impose a conventional constraint F af 


further restrict the form by imposing the constraint (4.2.44) F,3, = 0. The solution to 


= 0 which algebraically determines [,,.. We 


the constraints is 
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| ee Be ae im = iD.Q , 


r,=-iDJe+Do) , (4.4.15) 


and the prepotential 2 transforms as 
6Q=—-iKy +A . (4.4.16) 
The A transformations are an invariance of I’, introduced by solving the constraints. 


It is always obvious, by examining equations such as (4.4.14), what conventional 
constraints can be imposed. Finding additional constraints is more difficult. In general, 
if we wish to describe a multiplet that contains a component p-form, we require that it 
be the 6 =0 component of a super p-form coefficient with only vector indices (e.g., in 
(4.4.14) F,,| is the Yang-Mills field strength), and therefore we will not constrain this 
coefficient. For the same reason we assign dimension 2 to this coefficient, and this deter- 
mines the dimension of the superform. As a consequence, coefficients with more than 
two spinor indices have too low dimension to contain component field strengths (or aux- 
iliary fields), and must be constrained to zero. We also constrain to zero coefficients 


that contain at the 6 = 0 level component forms that are not present in the multiplet. 
c. Tensor multiplet 


c.1. Geometric formulation 
The antisymmetric-tensor gauge multiplet contains among its component fields a 
second-rank antisymmetric tensor (2-form). To describe it in superspace we consider a 


super 2-form [5: 


=[,= 5 uA wT yg + or / Dl +wrA\w'D as + swt WC 5D (as) +h.c. , 
(4.4.17) 
where we have used the symmetries of I to write Ty, = C531 (as) +h.c.. The gauge 


variations dl’, = dK, are 


a = DK gy 5 


=D,Kj+DjK,—ik . 


ap? 


oD. 3 
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1 ° 
The field strengths follow from the definition (4.4.11): 


F 


1 
aby = 5D al ay) 3 
Popa = Dil ayy + Diag + Vay 3 


Pope = Dil sc + OT o,8 ’ 


aie DW's, + DgPae + OT. - 16 5D (ar) a Wal (5m ’ 
2 la § 1 5 
Fab C5e(DaP an) si 5 8 ls) oF Cay(Dal 5.) as 5 sgt a) y 
= d ; 
ae = Saal = = UC g2C'g, tae a Carl 5. F'g3) ) 
where we have used (3.1.22). 
We can impose two conventional constraints. The first, 
Fogs=9 , (4.4.20) 
gives 
which implies 
fe tty 2G ies 
Ds =414 CgP 5 + DW, 5 + 3 Dj aa] 5 (4.4.22) 
for an arbitrary spinor ®.. The second conventional constraint, 
ste 
F BB) 0 , (4.4.23) 


gives 
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wl 5 
D(a) =—?1 q [Dia i By DT py es ie , (4.4.24) 


6,8) 


which implies 


(4.4.25) 


1 ie Toe a 
D(a) = 5 P(o®s) ose xP I ahs 5 (a T 


3),B 
The potential [’ j is pure gauge: It can be gauged to zero using (4.4.18). To eliminate 


the remaining unwanted physical states we choose two additional constraints 


E Bey = Papin = 0 . (4.4.26) 


The first implies I’, , is pure gauge, and the second imposes 
D,0;=0 , Dz®,=0 . (4.4.27) 
In the gauge [, g = D3 = 0, all of [4p is expressed in terms of ®,; thus the superfield 
®, is the chiral spinor prepotential that describes the tensor gauge multiplet. 
The constraints also imply that all the nonvanishing field strengths can be 
expressed in terms of a single independent field strength 
G=-5(D°%, +D%S;) . (4.4.28) 


For example, 


Ff =15.5'G =T 2G . (4.4.29) 


G is a linear superfield: D?G = 0. It is invariant under gauge transformations of the pre- 


potential 


(OCD Da 3. die x (4.4.30) 


Projecting the components of ®, we have: 


ae ‘ A+iB=—-—D°®,| , 


er (4.4.31) 
tog = >DaPs|=Teasl 5 Ho = D’®,| 


The components of the gauge parameter that enter d®, are: 


Ly =iD?D,L\ , 
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LY = D°D?D,L| = , 


LaDy (4.4.32) 


The components y, and B can be algebraically gauged away by L, and L™ respectively, 
whereas [,, is the parameter of the usual gauge transformation for the tensor gauge 
field ¢,3. The spinor Wa is the physical spinor of the theory (up to terms that vanish in 
the WZ gauge). The gauge invariant components are found by projecting from the field 
strength G: 


DG=D’G=0 . (4.4.33) 


Since there is only one physical spinor in the multiplet, G has dimension one. This 


determines the kinetic action uniquely: 
S.=-5 ‘| d‘zd'0G? (4.4.34) 

The corresponding component action is 
ofS jes [7 ADA + 7 (ft)? + Pid sw] ‘ (4.4.35) 


Note that none of the fields is auxiliary. The physical degrees of freedom are those of 
the scalar multiplet. On shell, the only difference is the replacement of the physical 


pseudoscalar by the field strength of the antisymmetric tensor. 
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c.2. Duality transformation to chiral multiplet 


We can write two first order actions that are equivalent to $;,. Introducing an 


auxiliary superfield X, we define 
oS / d‘x d*0 F X?-— GX]. (4.4.36a) 


Varying X and substituting the result back into $’,, we reobtain S;. We also see that 
the tensor multiplet is classically equivalent to a chiral scalar multiplet: Varying ®°, we 
obtain D?D,,X = 0, which is solved by X = y+ Y, Dzx = 0. Substitution back into S$’, 
yields the usual kinetic action for a chiral scalar y (because x is chiral and G is linear, 
/ d‘z d'0 xG =0). Because the same first order action can be used to describe the ten- 


sor multiplet and the chiral scalar multiplet, we say that they are dual to each other. 


Alternatively, we can write 
Oi jes d*6 [- ae +(x+QX] . (4.4.36b) 


Varying X and substituting the result back into $’’,, we obtain the usual kinetic action 
for the chiral scalar x; varying x, ¥Y, we find D?X = D?X =0, which is solved by 
X =G. Substitution back into S$” yields S;, (4.4.34). 


The tensor multiplet admits arbitrary (nonrenormalizable) self-interactions with a 


dimensional coupling constant ju: 
= ye f a's d*6 f(uw'G) . (4.4.37) 


The component action contains quartic fermion self-interactions and “Yukawa” terms 


woe F ag> multiplied by derivatives of f(u~'A). Remarkably, we can perform the dual- 
ity transformation to a chiral scalar multiplet even in the interacting theory. The first 


order action equivalent to S' is: 
o= ye f a's d*0 [f(X) —wh(xt+ OX] . (4.4.38) 


Varying x, ¥, we find X = y~'G (the normalization can be chosen arbitrarily), and reob- 


tain the interacting action (4.4.37). Varying X, we find the dual action in terms of y,¥% 
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n~ 


el / d‘x d*0 IK(u3'(x +X) (4.4.39) 
where IK is the Legendre transform of f: 


IK (ex +0) = (XW 4D) — KE OX (WK +D) , 


a (x t+X) . (4.4.40) 
The dual action (4.4.39) is recognizable as the action for a nonlinear o-model (see sec. 
4.1.b, e.g. (4.1.23). 


We can also perform the reverse duality transformation, that is, start with a the- 
ory described by a chiral scalar superfield and find an equivalent theory described by a 
tensor multiplet. Although we can find the model dual to an arbitrary tensor multiplet 
model, the reverse is not true: For a chiral scalar model, possibly with interactions to 
other chiral and/or gauge multiplets, we can find the dual tensor model only if the origi- 
nal action depends only on y+ ¥X, or equivalently, defining 7 = pel X, on n7. ‘Thus, 


starting with an action 
So Sir / d‘a d*0 IK(u (x +) (4.4.41) 
we can write the first order action 
oe ye faa d*0 K(X) + w'GX] (4.4.42) 


Varying G yields X = w'(y +X) and (4.4.41), whereas varying X leads to (4.4.37), 


where now f is the (inverse) Legendre transform of JK: 
f(u'@) = IK(X(w'@)) + w GX (we), 
CE a poe. (4.4.43) 


We can now find a second tensor multiplet model dual to the free chiral scalar mul- 


tiplet. We begin with 


Si i) d*z d*0 mn = ‘| d'z d*6 el! Ot”) (4.4.44) 


192 4, CLASSICAL, GLOBAL, SIMPLE (N=1) SUPERFIELDS 


We write this in first order form as 
Sine = ye f a's d*6 [eX — GX] , (4.4.45) 
and find the dual action 
Simp = —w / d‘'rd*0GInG , (4.4.46) 


where now G has a nonvanishing classical vacuum expectation value. This duality holds 
even in the presence of supergravity, where the equivalence is to the superconformal 
form of the scalar multiplet (7), as opposed to the (y+)? form obtained from 
(4.4.36); in general curved superspace, these two Lagrangians are different. The model 
described by the action Sj,,, (4.4.46) is called the improved tensor multiplet, because, 
unlike the unimproved action (4.4.34), S;;,, is conformally invariant. (Both are globally 
scale invariant, but the action for an antisymmetric tensor by itself is not invariant 


under conformal boosts. ) 


It is interesting to study what happens to the interactions of a chiral multiplet 
after a duality transformation. Here we consider interactions with a gauge vector multi- 


plet (for other examples, see secs. 4.5e, 4.6, 5.5). For an action of the form 
Sam = / d‘z d*0 IK(x+<+V) + / d*x d°0 W* (4.4.47) 


where V is an abelian gauge superfield, W _ is its field strength, and 


IK(x+X+V) = IK(In(7e"'n)), we can write the first order action 
tee = jes d*0 [IK(X +V)+GX]+ jes ow . (4.4.48) 
Varying G gives (4.4.47); varying X gives 
S6= jes d*6 [f(@) — GV] + jes dow? . (4.4.49) 


Thus the gauge interactions of the original theory are described by the single term GV 
in the dual theory (this coupling is gauge invariant because G is linear). Observe that 


for the usual kinetic term IK = 7je'n, the dual theory has the improved Lagrangian 


—GlnG— GV (4.4.46) rather than — 5 —GV (4.4.34). It is straightforward to verify 
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that the latter theory describes a massive vector multiplet rather than a scalar coupled 
to a vector. Another way to describe a massive vector multiplet, but without vector 
fields, is in terms of the chiral spinor ®, alone by adding a mass term (which breaks the 


gauge invariance (4.4.30)) to S;, (4.4.34): 
= zm ? f a's a ( dO 7 thc. . (4.4.50) 


S;, +S,, describes a massive vector multiplet. The component antisymmetric tensor 
describes a massive spin 1 field, vy, and ~, describe a massive Dirac spinor, A is a mas- 


sive scalar, and B is auxiliary. 
d. Gauge 3-form multiplets 


d.1. Real 3-form 


We begin by considering a real 3-form. It has the following independent coeffi- 


cient superfields 


D..(67) ’ Ds) ) Dy ’ (4.4.51) 


where we have used the symmetries of I’ to write it in terms of Lorentz irreducible coeffi- 


cients. 


a,b,c C 5.Da,(59) 7 Cala as) } 


I, be Eabeal 4 a (C4 Cg, — Cy Cs Psa) ’ (4.4.52) 


The independent field strengths are 
Pe Big ’ Pee ’ P aad ’ 


Fopad > Popa > 


Fap(y) > F 08,76)? . a3,(76) 
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fie ye. MP (4.4.53) 
The last five field strengths are Lorentz irreducible coefficients, e.g. (see 3.1.22)), 


Petied — EC 5 ot a UCasC ayC as€ 3 = CayC aC ,3C 3.) F * (4.4.54) 


We impose the following constraints on the field strengths: 


FP a Byyé = Teac = P aad = 0 ’ 
Fond = Papa = FP agc38) =P abis) = 9 > 
F536 (8) = 26 aC sgl ’ (4.4.55) 


where II is an undetermined gauge invariant superfield. Solving the constraints gives 


Doan = Taps =Pape =P yg =9 : 


SHC ORV 


a,8,¢ oY BY 
Va(67y) =~ CapDyV , 
Tig=(Dz,DJV , V=V, (4.4.56) 


up to a pure gauge transformation of [4g¢. Given the solution, we find 
T=D°v . (4.4.57) 
The prepotential V has gauge transformations 
Vee 5 (Dw +p osy « Diese 5 (4.4.58) 


The physical component fields of this multiplet are 


g=N=DV| , %=DMl|=D,DV , 
h=(D' + DT) = {p*, DAV | 


f =-i(D'M— D'M)| = 5,F4| = 59° [Dz,D,]V| . (4.4.59) 
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The quantity f is the field strength of the component gauge three-form /,, =T,,|. The 
component three-form transforms as (cf. (4.4.33) for f,) 
aes, Ba a 
Olog = 45 (0° 3D (gw) — 00" D 523))| (4.4.60) 


so that its field strength f is invariant. 


The field strength II is a chiral field of dimension one (determined by w,), and 


hence the kinetic action is 
= es d‘ori . (4.4.61) 


It gives conventional kinetic terms for the components ¢ and w,; the scalar field h is an 
auxiliary field and the gauge field |, enters the action through the square of its field 


strength f. Such a field does not propagate physical states in four dimensions. 


The only difference between this multiplet, described by II, and the usual chiral 
scalar multiplet ® is the replacement of the imaginary part (the pseudoscalar field) of 
the F' auxiliary field by the field strength of the component gauge three-form. Mass and 
interaction terms for ® can also be used for II. However, at the component level, after 
elimination of the auxiliary fields the theories differ: We no longer obtain algebraic 
equations, since f is the derivative of another field /,,.. Another difference is that the 


super three-form gauge multiplet cannot be coupled to Yang-Mills multiplets. 


d.2. Complex 3-form 


A complex super three-form multiplet can be treated in the same way. It has more 


independent coefficient superfields: 


r 


apy 9 


(4.4.62) 


(For example, DY by) #Vs(g,)-) Correspondingly, there are more independent field 
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strengths. These are 


Ee Bons ’ it: 


F 


a,8,y,d 2 Pagina ¥ Pata zs Psbaa ; 


Fae) + Paeiady > Kado? “adc > Medea? Faded? 


Bobet Hae as Fe. 3 (4.4.63) 
The constraints however, set more field strengths to zero. The nonzero ones are 
Face sage, ai aR “g (4.4.64) 
and we still impose the constraint: 
Fog(y8) = 2CoqCagll . (4.4.65) 
The only form coefficients that are not pure gauge are given by 
Taian) = —CagDyDY, , 
ta (3 D DW: = C3 DU, , 
ade = WCC y,DW; , 
T= (De; D.|D'Us 5 (4.4.66) 


(up to arbitrary gauge transformation terms). These expressions allow us to compute IJ; 


we find that it is expressed in terms of the prepotential UV, as follows: 
W=pD*p°v, , D=0 . (4.4.67) 
The gauge transformations of the prepotential UV, are 
OU, =A, t+ D¥ Lig) , DgAg=O0 . (4.4.68) 
The components contained in the field strength are 


AS NSP pew) 
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Gr = D,{]| = D,,D? D°W 4| 


f = Dll = =D; ,D,|D°W,| (4.4.69) 


where f is the field strength of a complex 3-form. 


This multiplet can be described in terms of two real super 3-form multiplets: 
[=1,+71,. The constraints imposed above are the ones given in sec. 4.4.d.1 for Ty 


and [T,, plus the additional constraint F 48.48) =0. This is simply the constraint 


Il, + ill, = D°(V, + iV.) =0, which implies V; + iV. = D°W:. 

The field strength I is chiral and of dimension one. Therefore all of the action for- 
mulae for the usual chiral scalar can be used for I]. As for the real gauge three-form 
multiplet, the equations of motion for the auxiliary fields are no longer purely algebraic. 


Again, this multiplet cannot be coupled to Yang-Mills multiplets. 


e. 4-form multiplet 


The final superform we consider has no physical degrees of freedom. It is 
described by a real super 4-form [ypgcp. The field strength supertensor is a super 5-form 
Fapcpg-. Therefore the field strength with all five vector indices vanishes by antisymme- 
try. 

As constraints we “impose” the equations F'ygcpg = 0. This implies that all of 
['yrcp is pure gauge. Since all field strengths vanish, no gauge invariant action is possi- 
ble at the classical level. However, this multiplet (and the corresponding component 
form) has some unusual properties at the quantum level, because its gauge fixing term is 


not zero. 
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4.5. Other gauge multiplets 


a. Gauge Wess-Zumino model 


In (3.5.3) we noted that a chiral superfield can be expressed in terms of an 


unconstrained superfield 
6=D*v . (4.5.1) 


The field © provides an alternate description of the scalar multiplet. The actions we 
considered in secs. 4.1-2 can be expressed in terms of UV. For example, the Wess-Zumino 


action (4.1.1-2) becomes 


oS / d‘xd'6 [(D°V)(D'V) + >m(UD'v + UDB) 


A 20)? . D/n2y)2 
a. 3 (UD VW) + U(D°v)*)] , (4.5.2a) 
where we have used 
jets d’0 (D?V)? = jes owdDy , (4.5.2b) 
etc. 
The solution (4.5.1) of the chirality constraint introduces the abelian gauge invari- 
ance 


6U = Da; (4.5.3) 


where w, is an unconstrained superfield. The gauge invariant superfield ® is the chiral 
field strength of the gauge superfield WV, and the action is obviously invariant. The 
gauge transformation can be used to go to a WZ gauge, by algebraically removing all the 
components of W except those that appear in ®. In this formulation the coupling to 


super Yang-Mills can be achieved by covariantizing the derivatives: If ® is covariantly 


chiral, then 6 = V7U, 5U = Views. Under Yang-Mills gauge transformations WV trans- 


forms in the same way as ®. 
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b. The nonminimal scalar multiplet 


This multiplet has a number of interesting features: (a) It is a multiplet where 
the spin of auxiliary fields exceeds that of the physical fields; (b) none of the component 
fields (in a Wess-Zumino gauge) of this multiplet are gauge fields, even though the multi- 
plet is described by a gauge superfield; (c) this multiplet, unlike other scalar multiplets, 


forms a reducible representation of supersymmetry. 


We introduce a general spinor superfield U° with the gauge transformation 
Owe = DgL?), L(as) arbitrary. An action that is invariant under this gauge transforma- 
tion is 


s=- fadedets , y= Dv; , (4.5.4) 


The field strength ¥ satisfies D?X = 0, so that it is a complex linear superfield; in con- 


trast, the field strength of the tensor gauge multiplet is a real linear superfield. 


The component fields of the multiplet are 


A=Z| , Cg=D3z| , 


Aa = Do>| ’ P_; = DjD,3 ’ 


D°D;D,=|_ - (4.5.5) 
The component action is 


s= f ate (ADA + Fiarx, — LPP 


2) Peal PRO Aa (4.5.6) 
with propagating complex A and ¢*. All the other fields are auxiliary. 


In terms of superfields we can see that the action (4.5.4) describes a scalar multi- 
plet. The constraint and field equations for ¥ are: 


PS =0-,. -D28=0 (4.5.7) 


These are the same as those for the on-shell chiral scalar multiplet, but with constraint 


and field equation interchanged. 
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To see the reducibility of this multiplet we use the superprojectors of sec. 3.11. 


The action can be written 


ee / d'z d*0 W'id° 3[2T, 9 + (Tha, + T1,1_))Wa 
1 me — 
Th oV. = — 5 Ea ope eee 


imp 1 =~ —* 
1,1, V_ =O" DD, 5 (DW + DW) (4.5.8) 


Thus the multiplet consists of three irreducible submultiplets: one of superspin 0, and 


fed 
two of superspin 5 


In contrast to the chiral scalar multiplet, it is not possible to introduce arbitrary 


mass and nonderivative self-interaction terms. However, we can write down the action 
s= jes CO FES) 5 (4.5.9) 


where f(z,Z) = f(z,D).- Thus, for example, it is possible to formulate supersymmetric 
nonlinear o-models in terms of the nonminimal scalar multiplet. Furthermore, the non- 
minimal multiplet can be coupled to Yang-Mills multiplets by covariantizing the deriva- 
tives: b = V°W,. 


Just as for the tensor multiplet (sec. 4.4.c), we can exhibit the duality of the non- 
minimal scalar and chiral multiplets by writing a first order action. Most of the discus- 
sion of sec. 4.4.c.2 has an analog for the nonminimal scalar multiplet, except, since the 
multiplet is described by a linear superfield, the Legendre transform is two dimensional 
and hence there is no restriction on the form of the nonlinear o-model that can be 


described. The two first order actions equivalent to (4.5.9) are (see (4.4.38,42)): 


ee [f(X,X)-®x -—6X] , 


D;&®=0 , (4.5.10a) 


and 
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gv f de UK(X,X) + EX +E] 


LE Oe f (4.5.10b) 


where X is a complex unconstrained superfield and JK is the Legendre transform of f. 
Just as for the tensor multiplet, this duality transformation can be performed even in 


the presence of interactions with other multiplets (e.g., supergravity). 


c. More variant multiplets 
As we have seen, several inequivalent superfield formulations can describe the 
same set of physical states. The (0, 5) multiplet can be described by a chiral scalar, a 


gauge two-form, real (or complex) gauge three-forms, or a gauge spinor. The chiral 
scalar provides the simplest representation. All but one of the other representations are 
obtained by replacing either the physical or auxiliary field by component 2-forms or 
3-forms respectively. We call these “variant” representations of the scalar multiplet. In 
general, variant representations are very restricted in either their self-interactions or cou- 
plings to other multiplets. In this subsection we discuss variant vector and tensor multi- 


plets. 


c.l. Vector multiplet 


We have described super Yang-Mills theories in terms of a hermitian gauge prepo- 


tential V. It contains a component vector as its highest spin component: 
A,= 5 (Ds, D.]V1. There is, however, a smaller superfield that contains a component 


vector: A chiral dotted spinor ®; (D323 = 0), has as its highest spin component 
A, =—i(D;®, + D,®;)| . (4.5.11) 
The superfield ®, is reducible; it can be bisected (see (3.11.7) 
5(1£K)Os=5(0;F OD 3S) (4.5.12) 


Since we want to describe a gauge theory, we gauge away one of the representations 


instead of constraining it. The transformation 
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5B; = D3(D,A° + DjK°) = D?A; — id% A, = (1+ K)D’A; , 


D,Ag=0> (4.5.13) 
can be used to gauge away (1+ K)®,, and leaves (1 — K)®; inert. The gauge parame- 
ter Dah? +D a describes the tensor multiplet of sec. 4.4. 

The field strength for ®, is the lowest dimension local gauge invariant superfield: 
W, = D?(1—K)®, = D6, + id,°8,; . (4.5.14) 
The field strength W, is the familiar chiral field strength of the gauge multiplet 


described by V, but now with T,=%,, Ty =, [,=—i(D;®, + D,®;), and 


a 


A,=T,|. Its components are the same, except for the auxiliary field D’: 


=!p ar, ee 
fog = 3 P(eW al = 5%agAs)" ; 
a es a loads ® Lunas 
D = 5iD,W* = 50 (Dz®, — D,®4)|= 5O%Byg - (4.5.15) 


We thus see the auxiliary pseudoscalar has been replaced by the field strength of a gauge 


three-form. The action is still (4.2.14), and in components differs from the usual vector 


multiplet only by the replacement D’ > 50 Bs a 


This variant form of the vector multiplet can also be obtained from the covariant 


approach of sec. 4.2: In the abelian case, we can solve the constraint F',3 = D(,I'3, = 0 
by T, =®,. Just as the usual solution T., = —1 5 DaV directly in terms of the real 
scalar prepotential fixed some of the K invariance (corresponding to a gauge condition 
PDT == D°D'T :, which implies K = 5 (A + A)), the variant solution fixes some of 
the K invariance with the gauge condition D°T., =0 (which, together with the con- 
straint, implies that I’, is antichiral), reducing it to K = D,A®° + DK. 

The covariant derivatives can be used to couple this abelian multiplet to matter. 
However, I’, = ®, is not a solution to the nonabelian constraints, nor to the abelian 


ones in general curved superspace. Thus, like other variant multiplets, it is limited in 


the types of interactions it can have. 
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c.2. Tensor multiplet 


The variant representation for the tensor multiplet is described by the same chiral 
spinor superfield ®, as the usual one (4.4.27), but the gauge transformation is changed. 
In place of the real scalar parameter L (4.4.30), we use the chiral dotted spinor Ag. 


Explicitly, the modified gauge variation is (cf. (4.5.14)) 
66, = D?A, +i0,°As . (4.5.16) 


This leads to the usual transformations for ¢(,3) and leaves A and 7%, invariant (see 


(4.4.31)). But the variation of the component field B = i : (D 6° — D,&*)| is 
6B=— 5%, (4.5.17) 


Therefore this component field is a gauge four-form. 


The action for U, is the usual one proportional to G?, and the four-form does not 
appear in G? and in the action. However, at the quantum level, the four-form would 


reappear in gauge fixing terms, and chiral dotted spinors would appear as ghosts. 


d. Superfield Lagrange multipliers 


We have given a number of examples of supersymmetric theories that describe 
the scalar multiplet on shell (same physical states) but are inequivalent off shell. They 
differ primarily in the types of interactions they can have. So far, we have found that 
the simplest formulation of the scalar multiplet, a chiral scalar superfield (or, equiva- 
lently even off shell, D? on a general scalar), has the most general interactions. How- 
ever, in extended supersymmetry none of the known N = 2 theories equivalent on-shell 
to the N = 2 scalar multiplet can have all the interactions known from on-shell formula- 
tions. We now introduce a form of the N = 1 scalar multiplet that is a submultiplet of 
an off-shell formulation of the N = 2 scalar multiplet. Its most distinctive feature is a 
superfield that appears only as a Lagrange multiplier. This formulation has some draw- 
backs in common with the tensor multiplet (another theory equivalent to the scalar mul- 
tiplet on shell), to which it is closely related: (1) It does not have renormalizable self- 


interactions (i.e, those corresponding to terms [d'cd’o P(®)), (2) it is restricted in its 


couplings to supergravity, and (3) it is not an off-shell representation of the (chiral) U(1) 
symmetry which the scalar multiplet has on shell (corresponding to ®’=e"*®). On the 
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other hand, unlike the tensor multiplet (and most variant forms of the scalar multiplet), 
it does couple to Yang-Mills. However, because of (3), it can only be a real representa- 
tion of any internal symmetry group, and couples to Yang-Mills accordingly (e.g., it can 


couple to a U(1) vector multiplet only as a doublet of opposite charges). 


The formulation is described by a general spinor gauge superfield with a term in 
the action like that of the chiral spinor gauge superfield of the tensor multiplet, and a 
real scalar superfield Lagrange multiplier with a term in the action that constrains to 
zero the submultiplets in the former term that don’t occur in the tensor multiplet. 


Explicitly, the action is 


s=- fatedogr+ye) ; 


F==(D°V,+D°U;) , G=i=(D°V, — D*¥;) ; (4.5.18) 


Nl re 


with gauge invariance 
6U* = Dg?) (4.5.19) 


in terms of a general superfield gauge parameter. The Bianchi identities and field equa- 


tions are: 


Bianchi identities: D?(F —iG)=0 , (4.5.20a) 


field equations: Ds(F+iY)=G=0 . (4.5.20b) 


If we make a “duality” transformation by switching the Bianchi identities with the field 
equations, we obtain the usual formulation of the scalar multiplet, with the identifica- 


tions 


F=5(0+8) , Y= 5i(-0) , G=0. (4.5.21) 


In terms of irreducible representations of supersymmetry, this theory contains 
superspins 58580 in VW and 560 in Y. The representations in Y set the corre- 


sponding ones in WV to zero on shell, leaving the remaining one as a tensor multiplet. 
However, unlike the tensor multiplet, the physical spin zero states are all represented by 


scalars: The vector obtained by projection from [D;,D,|F is an unconstrained 
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auxiliary field, appearing at 679 order in V, whereas the corresponding vector in the ten- 
sor multiplet is the transverse field strength of the tensor appearing at @ order in the 
chiral spinor ®°. This theory has the same component-field content as the nonminimal 


scalar multiplet plus an auxiliary real scalar superfield. 


Coupling to Yang-Mills is straightforward; however, since both V and WV appear in 
F and in G, V must transform under a real representation of the Yang-Mills group. We 
covariantize by replacing the spinor derivatives in the definitions of F and G by Yang- 
Mills covariant spinor derivatives. Invariance of the action under the Yang-Mills covari- 


antization of (4.5.19) then requires 
0 = 5V, 0° = V,V gL) = i 5 Fag bi? (4.5.22) 


implying the same representation-preserving constraint F’,,=0 as for the chiral scalar 
formulation. The total set of Bianchi identities and field equations is the same as for the 


chiral scalar. 


Just as there is an improved form of the tensor multiplet, with superconformal 


invariance, there is an improved form of this scalar multiplet. In analogy to the tensor 
multiplet, it is obtained by replacing ;P in (4.5.18) with F In F (cf. (4.4.46)). Further- 


more, the first-order formulation of this multiplet turns out to be equivalent to the first- 


order formulation of the nonminimal scalar multiplet. We start with (cf. (4.4.45)) 
s= jes d*@ [eX —XF-YG] . (4.5.23) 
The first order form of the nonminimal scalar multiplet is usually written as (4.5.10b): 
S= jes d*0 [X'X' — (X'D°W', + hec.)] . (4.5.24) 


Upon elimination of the complex scalar X’, this gives the second-order form of the non- 
minimal scalar multiplet (4.5.4). Upon elimination of the spinor UV’, we obtain the con- 
straint D;X'=0, whose solution X’=® in terms of a chiral scalar ® gives the minimal 
scalar multiplet (proving their duality). The equivalence of the actions (4.5.23) and 
(4.5.24) follows from the change of variables 


wi =X, , Kae | (4.5.25) 


v] 
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(some integration by parts is necessary to show the equivalence). 


e. The gravitino matter multiplet 

Thus far we have considered supermultiplets with physical fields of spin one or 
less. We conclude our discussion of global N = 1 multiplets by considering one with a 
spin 1 and a spin (gravitino) component field. It is possible to discuss it without 


introducing supergravity only if the multiplet describes a free theory. The gravitino 
multiplet is of interest because many of the features encountered in the superfield formu- 
lation of supergravity, such as irreducible submultiplets, compensators, and inequivalent 


off-shell formulations, are already present. 


e.1. Off-shell field strength and prepotential 


Following the discussion of sec. 3.12.a we describe this multiplet on-shell with com- 
ponent field strengths w,, (vector field strength) and w,,, (the Rarita-Schwinger field 
strength), totally symmetric in their indices. We denote the off-shell superfield strength 
corresponding to Wg by Way. It is a chiral field strength of superspin 1, no bisection is 


possible (s + sN = is not an integer), and therefore we write (see (3.13.1)) 

Wap = 5 PD Uy ; (4.5.26) 
in terms of a general spinor superfield. From dimensional analysis (the gravitino field 
has canonical dimension =) the dimension of W is 2. 

The gauge transformations that leave W invariant are 
OW, = Ag DAY, Dh = 0 5 - “OAD: 4 (4.5.27) 
To analyze the transformations of the components, we define 


—— 
tog = W ual = 5 D? DU 5)| ’ 


fess Mahe: tunes 
Papy = DiaW ay| = 5 Dad Ds¥.)| = 159.3 51D Dal¥>| 


1 = 
Xa = D°W aa = 5 DOD? Dw s)| ’ 
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fag = DW ag] = 5 DP’ Di¥p)| = 15 q3D?DVy)| (4.5.28) 


ay 


We identify the gravitino and (complex) vector field strengths, w 5, and fg. The corre- 


sponding component gauge fields appear in WV, and are given by 
Vy =i [D;,DJ¥,| , A,=iD?DsV,| , (4.5.29) 


Their gauge transformations are 


OW ay [ 0,(D,Q _ A,) + iC,,D3D°Q)| 5 


1 
2 


dA, 


—0,D°Q| . (4.5.30) 


The gravitino field, in addition to undergoing a Rarita-Schwinger gauge transformation 
described by the first term, also is translated by iC’,.73, 73 = D gD?Q|. (When coupled 
to N = 1 supergravity to give N = 2 supergravity, the transformation (4.5.30) is part of 
the N = 2 superconformal group: The first term becomes the second local Q-supersym- 
metry transformation, the second term, the second S-supersymmetry transformation.) 


We refer to this multiplet as the conformal gravitino multiplet. 


The multiplet of component fields of W,, is irreducible and gauge invariant and 
should appear in the gauge invariant action. However, in the absence of dimensional 
constants we cannot write a free action of the correct dimension in terms of W. We can 


write a nonlocal gauge invariant action in terms of W, e.g., 
S = yf a's d‘0 wid"; IT, Ya + h. Cc. iy (4.5.31) 


(IL, ,W° is the correct projector onto the physical gauge invariant representation) but it 


leads to a nonlocal component action. 


To find a local action, we add more representations. Clearly removing II from the 
action restores locality but introduces all the representations in UV, and destroys the 
gauge invariance. We can, however, restrict the representations which appear. We begin 


with the general expression 
S= x [a's d'0 wid 5D) cIL,)U, thc. , (4.5.32) 


with the sum running over all projectors (3.11.38,39), and choose c; to obtain a local 
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action. We require that the superprojector II,, be present, and find two solutions con- 
taining the least number of additional superprojectors. One uses the superprojectors 


== 211p 2 — Ip the other uses —II,, — 21Iy 1 _ +II,o- (The overall sign is cho- 


sen to give the physical vector the correct kinetic term.) The resulting actions are 


(i: SS / d‘x d'0 (—(D°W*)(D, V3) — 5 (UD, + hc.) + + (DY, + D*;)?] 


Cyr so= jes d‘9 [—(D*v*)(D, U5) — 5 (UD, +h.c.)| . (4.5.33) 


However, the gauge group is no longer described by (4.5.27); the invariance groups asso- 


ciated with the actions above are smaller than the invariance group of W,,; they are 


(1) ov, =iD?D,K, + DK» 5 K,; = K, 5 


for the two actions. 


As compared to (4.5.27), in the first case the invariance group has been reduced 
because A, is restricted to the special form iD?D,K,, K, = K,, and Q is restricted to 


be real. In the second case A, remains unrestricted but is restricted to the form 


DgA,” + D3A,° . In both cases the final gauge group has fewer parameters than the 
original one. However, for many purposes (e.g., quantization), we need to use the origi- 


nal gauge group; to do this, we introduce compensating multiplets (see sec. 3.10). 


e.2. Compensators 


For the gravitino multiplet, two inequivalent sets of compensators can be intro- 
duced. We do this by nonlocal field redefinitions of the basic gauge superfield. Thus, for 


the two local actions we make the redefinitions 


(1) vu t+ OS DW, + D?D,G) , 
W,=iD’?D,V , V=T, 


G=5(D.0"+ D6) , Dye, =0 , 
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(2) v3 ¥, + OS DW, + DDS) , 


Dj®=0 . (4.5.35) 


They induce the following changes in the actions 


(1) 51) 7 51) = [ee Ww? + jee [- (W°w, + W°v;) =“ G? 


~ G(D°v, + D*V;)], 


Oy. Begs = ij doz W? 4+ / dz [— (WW, + WG) — 2 


—(®D°V, + D°V;)) (4.5.36) 


Although the redefinitions are nonlocal, the actions remain local. (Actually, in case (1) 


we can also use simply V, — UV, +1 5 DaV +®,.) 


In the above field redefinitions we introduced a vector multiplet V and either a 
tensor multiplet ®, or a chiral scalar multiplet ®. These choices are a reflection of the 
representations that were introduced by the additional projections: A vector multiplet 


IT,:_W,, a tensor multiplet I1,:,W,, and a chiral scalar multiplet I, W,. In the pres- 
7) 2 ‘ 


0 
ence of the compensating multiplets the gauge variation of V, is given by (4.5.27). The 


compensating multiplets transform as follows: 


(1) 6V=i(Q-Q) , 66,= —A, +iD’D, Ky , 


(2) 6VH=i(Q0-Q) , 6@=-D'O , (45:37) 


Since they are compensators, they can be algebraically gauged to zero. In the resulting 


gauge, the transformations (4.5.27) of UV, are restricted back to (4.5.34). 


The two inequivalent formulations of the gravitino multiplet, one using a tensor 
multiplet compensator and the other using a chiral scalar compensator, lead to different 
auxiliary field structures at the component level. In the Wess-Zumino gauge for case (1) 


the components of the gravitino multiplet are 
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i= DD, 4+ Dew, + 5 Dal Dv, + DW )+tW.- DG , 


P=-i(D°DV, — D*D?V, + D°W,) , 


V,=i(D°D,v, + D’D.Gs) — a,1G — 5( DV, + DIG,)] , 

A’, =(D°DV, — D?D.V;) , 

tog = Dial ®s) + Usy] , 

tap = 2Wop + OeiBas » 

Xo = PD,[G — 5 (DU, + D'G;)] , 

By = 5 (Da, DV + (DE; + Dye) | 

a5 = 65 (Da, DgW? + 16,°[D' DW, + DU, + We) - (4.5.38) 


For case (2) we have instead 


ee D’D.Y, + PU, +W,—D,© , 
P= -i(D° DV, — D*¢D?V,+ D°W,) , 
J = D?( D°v, +28) , 


tog = 2W ag aT Ja Bays 


ys 32 


X%y = D? DW, + 10,4D°D*U, — 10,,D°® , 
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po =i [Dy ,D,JW? + 16,°[D'D,V, + DU, + Ws] . (4.5.39) 


In case (1), the gauge field t’,3, of the tensor multiplet replaces the complex scalar com- 
ponent field J, which corresponds to the auxiliary field of the chiral scalar multiplet of 
case (2). In the component action t’,3; only appears as t’4, AA. - t's OA. This 
term is invariant under separate gauge transformations of t’,, and A’. - Also it should 
be noted that the field A’, is real. In case (2) A. : - (A, 3) has no gauge transforma- 


tions because the physical scalars of the chiral scalar multiplet have become the longitu- 


dinal parts of A) : and cancel the transformation in (4.5.30). In both cases, the physical 
vector of the compensating vector multiplet has become the physical vector of the grav- 
itino multiplet, while the physical spinor of the vector multiplet becomes the spin . part 


of the gravitino and cancels the spinor translation in (4.5.30). 


e.3. Duality 


Since the two formulations above differ in that (1) has a tensor compensator where 
(2) has a chiral compensator, using the approach of sec. 4.4.c.2, we can write first order 
actions that demonstrate the duality between the two formulations. For example, we 


can start with (1) and write 
S'a = Sal¥,V] + je [X? — X(D°W, + D°W;) —2X(@+6)] . (4.5.40a) 


Varying the chiral field ® leads to X =G and formulation (1), whereas eliminating X 


results in formulation (2). Similarly, we can start with (2) and write 
Sia) = Sa@l¥,V] + ie [-X? — X(D°W, + D°W;)+2XG] .  (4.5.40b) 


Varying the linear superfield G we find X = ®+ and formulation (2), whereas elimi- 
nating X leads directly to (1). 


There are other inequivalent formulations where we replace V by the variant vec- 


tor multiplet and/or replace ® by either the real or complex three-form multiplets. This 
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simply replaces some of the scalar auxiliary fields with gauge three-form field strengths. 


e.4. Geometric formulations 


Finally, we give geometrical formulations of the theories. To describe a multiplet 
that gauges a symmetry with a spinorial gauge parameter, we introduce a super 1-form 
[,’ with an additional spinor “group” index. The analysis is simplified if the irreducible 
multiplet is considered first. The irreducible theory was described by W,g in (4.5.26). 
To describe this multiplet geometrically, we introduce more gauge fields (in particular a 
complex super 1-form I, (4I4)) and enlarge the gauge group. When we get to super- 
gravity we will find that this process can also be carried out. There the irreducible mul- 


tiplet is the Weyl multiplet and the enlarged group is the conformal group. The final 
form of the 5 , 1) multiplet with more irreducible multiplets and compensators is analo- 
gous to Poincaré supergravity. We will use the words “Poincaré” and “Weyl” for the 


(5 , 1) multiplet to emphasize this analogy. 


The complete set of gauge fields and gauge transformations that describe the Weyl 


G , 1) multiplet is: 


6F 4? = D,KP = 6 PL 5 6,8 = D,K8 — 6,°L , 


ol, — DL 5 or, — roeea . (4.5.41) 


The K-terms are the usual gauge transformations associated with a superform and the 
[-terms are the “conformal” transformation. Recall that we found that the gauge trans- 
formations of the irreducible multiplet contain an S-supersymmetry term. JL is the 
superfield parameter that contains these component parameters. The vector component 
of the complex super 1-form I, is the component gauge field whose field strength 


appears in (4.5.28). The field strengths for , are those for an ordinary (complex) vec- 


tor multiplet, but those for [4 and its conjugate I,’ must be L-covariantized: 


F ap’ = Duals)’ - T ap’ Tp? + P1453)’ 


Fan’ = Dual py’ — Tap?Tp? +P ydp)' . (4.5.42) 


We can now impose the constraints : 
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4 4 
Pap SE geal as = F,,'=0, 


Fo 4 Bo fj 


Fig =F ,=0 , 


(F549). (4.5.43) 


8 
Even with the L invariance the geometrical description here does not quite reduce to the 


irreducible multiplet W,,. However, these constraints reduce the super 1-forms to the 


irreducible multiplet plus the compensating vector multiplet, which are the two irre- 
ducible multiplets common to both forms of the Poincaré e , 1) multiplet, and thus are 


sufficient for their general analysis. 


The explicit solution of these constraints is in terms of prepotentials W,, U,, 


W(complex), and V (real): 


T,? = DW — 6,°U 


v] 


T,=-iD’D,(v, —V,)+0,U ; (4.5.44) 


where W, =iD?D,V. The prepotentials transform under K, and L, as well as under 
new parameters Q(complex) and A,(complex) under which the [’s are invariant (this is 


analogous to the A-group parameters in super- Yang-Mills): 


6b, =K,+D2 , U,=K,—-A,, DA, =0 


ow=L—-D’'Q , 6V=Hi(N-Q). (4.5.45) 


As with the vector multiplet, we can go to a chiral representation where U, and U, only 


appear as the combination U, = W, — U,, with 


6v, =6(0, —U,) =A, + DQ. (4.5.46) 
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At this point, by comparison with (4.5.27), we can identify UV, and V with the cor- 
responding quantities there. To recover the full Poincaré theory, we must break the L 
invariance. To break the L invariance, we introduce a “tensor” compensator G or ®, to 
obtain the tensor-multiplet or scalar-multiplet, respectively. These “tensor” (scalars) are 
not prepotentials, and transform covariantly under all of the gauge transformations 


defined thus far. By covariant, we mean that these transform without derivatives D ,. 


6G= -—(L+1L), (4.5.47) 


low) 
D> 
| 


ie (4.5.48) 


We now impose the L-covariantized form of the usual constraints (D?G =0 and 


D,® = 0) which describe tensor and chiral scalar multiplets; 


D*|D:G + (13+ 3)] +hec. =0, (4.5.49) 


Nl rR 


D,®+T;=0. (4.5.50) 


The invariance of these constraints follows directly (4.5.27,37,47,48). (The hermitian 
conjugate term above is necessary to avoid constraining WV, itself.) These constraints 


can be solved in terms of prepotentials: 


A 


G=G-(¥+E)—5( DG, + DG) , (4.5.51) 


b=O-VW; (45:52) 


where G and ® are given in (4.5.35) and transform as in (4.5.37). To obtain case (1) as 
described above, we introduce the tensor compensator G, choose the L-gauge G = 0, and 
solve for V+ WV in terms of G. The quantity Y—W is undetermined, but can be gauged 
away by using the remaining invariance parametrized L—L. (Recall gauging G to zero 
only uses the freedom in L+ L.) To obtain case (2), we introduce the chiral scalar com- 
pensator ® and gauge it to zero which gives V =. Thus, gauging either tensor com- 
pensator ® or G to zero forces the I’’s to contain the correct and complete Poincaré mul- 
tiplets. Alternatively, we could gauge W to zero, so that the tensor(scalar) submultiplet 
is contained only in G(®). We should also mention that other choices could be made for 


tensor compensators. Any of the variant scalar or nonminimal scalar multiplets can be 
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used by generalizing the discussion above. These will lead to a number of inequivalent 
off-shell formulations of the Poincaré (5, 1) theory. 
The field equations, obtained from the action (4.5.36), take the covariant form 
DX (Te+Ts\s0, XSGorG+e . (4.5.53) 


(In case (2), using (4.5.50), these simplify to D,® +T3=0.) 
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4.6. N-extended multiplets 

So far in this chapter we have described the multiplets of N = 1 global supersym- 
metry. For interacting theories there are two such multiplets, with spins (5.0), and 
(1,5), although their superfield description may take many forms. For N-extended 


supersymmetry, global multiplets exist for N <4. They are naturally described in terms 
of extended superfields. It is possible, however, to discuss these multiplets, and their 
interactions, in terms of N =1 superfields describing their N =1 submultiplets. In 
many cases of interest this is the most complete description that we have at the present 


time. 


a. N=2 multiplets 

As discussed in sec. 3.3, there exist two global N = 2 multiplets: a vector multi- 
plet with spins (ey 0), and a scalar multiplet with spins (65550, 0,0,0). There 
exists only one global N=4 multiplet: the N=4 vector multiplet, with SU(4) 
representation ® spins (181,4@5,680). (The only N =83 multiplet is the same as 
that of N = 4.) We begin by discussing the N = 2 situation. 


a.l. Vector multiplet 


The N = 2 vector multiplet consists of an N = 1 Yang-Mills multiplet coupled to a 
scalar multiplet in the same (adjoint) representation of the internal symmetry group. 


The action is 


1 = 
S=-—tr (f d‘xd*0 Bo+ | d'xi’o Ww?) (4.6.1) 


g 


in the vector representation. In addition to the usual gauge invariance, it is invariant 


under the following global transformations with parameters yx, ¢: 


66 = —W°V x -i[V2(V°O)V, + (V°C)iW,|® 
= = WV xX -(G IV VIOV eg FUVVOV IE , 


e §e% = — 1x4 WV AC. (4.6.2) 
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(For the ¢ transformation we use (4.2.52), and also a gauge transformation with 
KSI pee SSD Dey ret = (Ds, Dale.) Due to the identity 


OVa =[Va, (e de”) (4.2.77), the second transformation can be written as 


5V, = — Valixd — WV 50) = — 18V.x4 0 5 [Vex ValS + (4.6.3) 


Both parameters are x-independent superfields and commute with the group generators 
(e.g., Vax = Dax). The parameter y is chiral and mixes the two N =1 multiplets, 
whereas ¢ is the real parameter of the N = 1 supersymmetry transformations (3.6.13). 
Since ¢ has the (z-independent) gauge invariance 5¢ = i(A — ), the global superparame- 
ters themselves form an abelian N = 2 vector multiplet. Referring to the components of 
this parameter multiplet (y,¢) by the names of the corresponding components in the 
field multiplet (© ,V), we find the following: The “physical bosonic fields” give transla- 
tions (from the vector ¢, = 5 (D:. D,|¢|) and central charges (from the scalars z = x|); 
the “physical fermionic fields” give supersymmetry transformations (e', = iD*D,¢|, 
e, = D,x|); and the “auxiliary fields” give internal symmetry U(2)/SO(2) transforma- 
tions (r= a DED DC) q = D’x). (The full U(2) symmetry has, in addition to (r, q,7) 
transformations, phase rotations 66 =iu®, dV = 0). 

The algebra of the N = 2 global transformations closes off shell; e.g., the commuta- 


tor of two y transformations gives a ¢ transformation: 
[5,, ) 0s, = C1 » Ca = 1X1 XQ) = W(X1X2 ~ X2X1) . (4.6.4) 
The transformations take a somewhat different form in the chiral representation: 


66 = —W°V,x -iV7(V°O)V,8 , 


eV5e" = i( 7b — xB) 4 (W°V,4+ WVIAC , (4.6.5a) 
and hence 
5V, = Vali(® — x) + (W°V + WV AC. (4.6.5b) 


Now the i(\ — A) part of the ¢ transformation does contribute, but only as a field-depen- 
dent gauge transformation A=W°V,,A. 
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We can add an N=2 Fayet-Iliopoulos term (parametrized by constants 


VY =V, +12 ,V3 = D3) 

[ etza'e V3V +(-1 / d‘xd?0 v® + h.c. ) (4.6.6) 
to the above action in the abelian (free) case. This is invariant under (4.6.5) if we 
restrict the global parameters by 

—ID°¥=vD*y , v,D°y=iv(2D°D*C+u) , (4.6.7) 


where u is the real constant parameter of the phase SO(2) part of U(2). The constraint 
on the parameters implies that the U(2) is broken down to SO(2)@U (1). 


This model has some interesting quantum properties. It has gauge invariant diver- 
gences at one-loop, but explicit calculations show their absence at the two- and three- 
loop level. In sec. 7.7 we present an argument to establish their absence at all higher 


loops. 
a.2. Hypermultiplet 


a.2.i. Free theory 


The N = 2 scalar multiplet can be described by a chiral scalar isospinor superfield 


®* (the “&* hypermultiplet”) with the free action 
= [ eca'e 5,0" +5(/ d‘2d?0®*m, 8 +h.c.) , (4.6.8) 


where the symmetric matrix m satisfies the condition 
My” =]=Com” — (4.6.9) 


(The explicit form is m,, =iMC,,7T’., M =M, with r*, =0 and 7) =7%,. Without 
loss of generality, m,, can be chosen proportional to 6,,.) The free action is invariant 


under the global symmetries 
66° = — (D°xC”S, — yZ6"*) —iD?|(D°C)D,8* + (D?C)8"] , (4.6.10) 
where Z is a central charge: 


ZO° = C%m,,&® , Z6,=Cym'®, . (4.6.11) 
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On shell, we also have 
76° = -C°D'S, . (4.6.12) 


We can use either of the forms (4.6.11,12) in the transformation (4.6.10), because of the 


local invariance 


66° = 70S, , 5 ; (4.6.13) 


for arbitrary x-dependent chiral 7. (This is an invariance because the variation of the 
action is proportional to 6S ~ S,C”S, = 0.) If we use the form (4.6.12), the variations 
do not depend on the parameters m,,. An interesting feature of the algebra (4.6.10) is 
that it does not close off-shell if we use realization (4.6.11) for Z. On the other hand, if 
we use realization (4.6.12) instead, the symmetries (4.6.10) contain part of the field 
equations, and hence become nonlinear and coupling-dependent when interactions are 
introduced. These effects are a signal that in the decomposition of the N = 2 superfield 
that describes the theory into N = 1 superfields, some auxiliary N = 1 superfields have 


been discarded. We discuss further aspects of this problem below. 


Without the mass term, the internal symmetries of the free scalar multiplet are the 
explicit SU(2) that acts on the isospinor index of 6“ and the U(2) made up of the r and 
q transformations in ¢ and y, and of the uniform phase rotations 66° =iu®*. The mass 


term breaks the explicit SU(2) to the U(1) subgroup that commutes with m,,. 


a.2.ii. Interactions 


The N = 2 scalar multiplet can interact with an N = 2 vector multiplet, and it can 
have self-interactions describing a nonlinear o model. A class of supersymmetric o-mod- 
els can be found by coupling an abelian N = 2 vector multiplet (with no kinetic term 


but with a Fayet-Iliopoulos term) to n N = 2 scalar multiplets described by the n-vector 
®. The supersymmetry transformations of the vector multiplet are the same as those 
given above in (4.6.2) or (4.6.5) for the abelian case. (They are independent of the fields 
in the scalar multiplets.) However, the transformations of the scalar multiplets (each of 
which is described by a pair of chiral superfields ©’) are gauge covariantized: 


5? = D?|x®,(e7")°, Cm _ iD?|(D°O) V8" ue (D?¢)®"] = 4 5 ub" : 
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(4.6.14) 


The matrix 7 is an SU(2) generator that breaks the explicit SU(2) of the scalar multi- 
plet down to U(1). Because SU(2) preserves the alternating tensor C',, 


(ere, Cae Cac = Cra. The action that is left invariant by these transformations is: 


c= jets d6 [B, (e°”)*,- 8 + v5V] 


# jets a0 [5 0" Cut’, B —v] + hee. (4.6.15) 


provided (4.6.7) are satisfied. The theory is also invariant under local abelian gauge 


transformations: 
50° =iAT%,6> | 6V=i(N—A) , 66=0; (4.6.16) 


as well as global SU(n) rotations of ®°. For explicit computation, it is useful to choose 
a specific T: We choose T = T3. We write ®* = (6, ,®_) =(,',®_,;) where i =1---n 
is the SU(n) index, +,— are the SU(2) isospin indices, and ®, transforms under the 


SU(n) representation conjugate to ®_. The transformations (4.6.14) and the action 


(4.6.15) become (using (4.6.7)) 


6b, = + D?(xb_e") — “8 (Dx), — iD*(D*C)V,.®. (4.6.17a) 
oS jets d‘0 [®,; eG, +0 ,e "O *4+ v3V| ; 


+ fate dO ib| O_O,’ —v] + hic. (4.6.17b) 


We now proceed as we did in the case of the CP(n) models (see (4.3.9)): We eliminate 
the vector multiplet by its (algebraic) equations of motion. In this case, ® acts as a 


Lagrange multiplier to impose the constraint: 
$_O,'=v . (4.6.18) 


Choosing a gauge (e.g., ®,' = 6_,), we can easily solve this constraint; for example, we 


can parametrize the solution as: 


4.6. N-extended multiplets 221 


®'=(L+u,-u) (1, u,) , 


&,=(1+u,-u_)-2v3(1, u_) . (4.6.19) 


The V equation of motion gives: 


®,,e"0,'- $6.6 '+y,=0, (4.6.20a) 
or 
Mie! = 5[(vy? +4M,M_) Fv] ; (4.6.20b) 
where 
M, = 9%, -6, = |6,|? = |p| |L+u,-u_|'(14 |us|’) . (4.6.20c) 
Substituting, we find the action 
S= jes d*6 {(v52 +4M_,M_)2 + |v5| In[(v32 + 4M, M_)2 — |vyl]} (4.6.21) 


In terms of the unconstrained chiral superfields u,, the transformations (4.6.17a) become 


bu, = + Dix! (221 + uy - ua +0, 7) aH — uy)] 


— iD?|(D°¢) Dus] , (4.6.22a) 


where the auxiliary gauge field V is expressed in terms of u, by (4.6.20). The super- 


symmetry transformations (4.6.22a) include a compensating gauge transformation with 
parameter 


ik = — D[x(cosh V)(Z)2(1 + wy w_)A(L + Ty 7) (4.6.22b) 


that must be added to (4.6.17a) to maintain the gauge choice we made in (4.6.19). 


As for the free N = 2 scalar multiplet, we can add an invariant mass term (which 
introduces a nonvanishing central charge). The mass term necessarily breaks SU(n) and 


has the form 
I, =i 5 [a's @O08°C,7).MP + hic. , (4.6.23) 


where M is any traceless n x n matrix (M’s differing by SU(n) transformations are 
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equivalent). The supersymmetry transformations that leave this term invariant are the 
same as before, including the Z term of (4.6.10). The realization of Z given in (4.6.11) 
is preferable, since it is linear, whereas the realization (4.6.12) must be gauge covari- 


antized. 


These nonlinear o-models live on Kahler manifolds with three independent com- 
plex coordinate systems related by nonholomorphic coordinate transformations (they 
have three independent complex structures (see the end of sec. 4.1); the constants 
V3,U,V parametrize the linear combination of complex structures chosen by the particu- 
lar coordinate system). Thus these manifolds are hyperKahler. Just as we found that 
for every Kahler manifold there is an N = 1 nonlinear o-model (and conversely), one can 
show that for every hyperKahler manifold there is an N = 2 nonlinear o-model, and con- 
versely, N =2 nonlinear o-models are defined only on hyperKahler manifolds. An 
immediate consequence of this relation is a strong restriction on possible off-shell formu- 


lations of the N = 2 scalar multiplet: 


No formulation can exist that contains as physical submultiplets two N = 1 scalar 
multiplets (e.g., such as we have considered), that can be used to describe N = 2 
nonlinear o-models, and that has supersymmetry transformations independent of 


the form of the action. 


If such a formulation existed, then the sum of two N = 2 invariant actions would neces- 
sarily be invariant; however, the sum of the Kahler potentials of two hyperKahler mani- 
folds is not in general the Kahler potential of a hyperKahler manifold. We will see 
below that we can give an off-shell formulation of the N = 2 scalar multiplet that avoids 


this problem. 


We can generalize the action (4.6.15) in the same way that we generalized the 


CP(n) models (see (4.3.11)): 


= jes d‘6 [®, (e7")*, ® + v3trV] 


+ jets d’6 il; 6°OC 7°. BS — vtr®| + hic. , (4.6.24a) 


where V=V“T,, ®=*T,, and T, are the generators of some group. The N = 2 


transformations that leave (4.6.24a) invariant are the obvious nonabelian generalizations 
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of (4.6.14). The equations that result from varying (4.6.23a) with respect to ®* ,V* are, 


choosing T = T3 as above, 


® T,0, —virT, =0 , 


},e'T, 6, —6_T,e "6_+v,trT, =0 . (4.6.24b) 


As in the N = 1 case, these do not, in general, have an explicit solution. 


a.3. Tensor multiplet 


Just as the N = 1 scalar multiplet can be described by different superfields, we can 
describe the N = 2 scalar multiplet by superfields other than the chiral isodoublet ®°. 
We now discuss the N = 2 tensor formulation of the scalar multiplet. This is dual to the 
previous description in the same way that the N =1 tensor and scalar multiplets are 
dual (see sec. 4.4.c). We write the tensor form of the scalar multiplet in terms of one 


chiral scalar field 7 and a chiral spinor gauge field ¢, with linear field strength 
G= 5 (Dad + D;6°), D?G = D°?G =0. The N = 2 supersymmetry transformations of 


this theory are 


én = — D?(xG) — iD? [(D°¢)Dgn + 2(D?C)n]_ (4.6.25) 


In contrast to the ®* hypermultiplet realization of the N =2 scalar multiplet, these 
transformations close off-shell; they have the same algebra as the transformations of the 
N = 2 vector multiplet (4.6.4) (up to a gauge transformation of ¢,). However, although 
the superfields describe a scalar multiplet, the central charge transformations z = | 
leave the fields ¢,7 inert; this gives one guide to understanding the duality to the hyper- 
multiplet. 


The simplest action invariant under the transformations (4.6.25) is the sum of the 


usual free chiral and tensor actions ((4.1.1) and (4.4.34)): 
Skin = jes d*0 [- 5G +n7\. (4.6.26) 


To find other actions, we consider a general ansatz, and require invariance under the 
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transformations (4.6.25). Actually, we can consider a slightly more general case that 
still has full off-shell N = 2 invariance by restricting the chiral parameter y by D?x = 0, 
and the real parameter ¢ by D?D?¢ =0. This means that we do not impose SU(2) 


invariance. An action 


S= / d‘z d‘0 f(G,n,7) (4.6.27) 


is invariant under (4.6.25) (with D?y = 0) if f satisfies 


Of af 


(f contains no derivatives of G, 7, 7.) It describes a general N = 2 tensor multiplet 


interacting model. We also can consider more than one multiplet G’ ,n' , 7’, each trans- 


forming as (4.6.25); then the most general invariant action is (4.6.27) where the 


Lagrangian f satisfies 


(Actually, we can generalize (4.6.27) slightly by adding a term jes a6 hyn +h.c. 


where the h,’s are arbitrary constants. ) 


a.4. Duality 


To gain insight into the physics of these models we find the dual theories described 
by the ®* hypermultiplet. We consider the following first order action (cf. (4.4.38)): 


S= jes d*0 [f(V',7',7) —Vi(®;+,)] . (4.6.30) 


Eliminating 6,® gives (4.6.27), while eliminating V results in the dual theory. We find 


the N = 2 transformations of the resulting ®*, hypermultiplets from the transformations 
that leave the first order action (4.6.43) invariant. Since jets d‘0 f(V,n,7) is invari- 


ant under (4.6.25) with G—V except for terms ~ D?V or ~ D?V (V differs from G 
only because it does not satisfy the Bianchi identities D?G = D?G = 0), we can cancel 
these terms by choosing the variation of ® appropriately. The first order action (4.6.43) 


is invariant under 
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6Vi = D°n'D,x + Dex Dx + Ne 5 (4.6.31a) 
bni = — D(RV*) + deni , (4.6.31b) 
50, = — DR Fy + V(favi — fav) + 68 ; oer) 


where d¢ is the usual N = 1 supersymmetry (3.6.13) (with wy =0, w, = — 2, we = 0). 
(To prove the invariance of (4.6.30) under (4.6.31), we need (4.6.29) and its conse- 


quences, in particular, fyiyu,y =O and friyy =0 because of the antisymmetrization, 


rnb 
and therefore, using the chain rule we find D; fpivi =9.) Performing the duality trans- 
formations, we can rewrite the transformations (4.6.31) and the condition (4.6.29) in 
terms of the dual variables ®,7 and the Legendre transformed Lagrangian 


IK(® + ®,7,7). We find (dropping the uninteresting 6, terms) 


én' = D*(XIKs,) , (4.6.32a) 
60, = — DKK, + Ko, ((Ko,3,) Kye, — UKo,5,) UK ya,))] , — (4.6.32b) 

for the transformations, and 
IK yp = UKoa,)* + IK 6, (Ko, 3,) Kop (4.6.33) 


for the condition that the Lagrangian must satisfy to guarantee invariance. Note that in 
contrast with the off-shell transformations (4.6.25), the on-shell transformations 
(4.6.31,32) depend explicitly on the form of the action. Furthermore, the condition 
(4.6.29) needed for invariance of the off-shell version of the model is linear, and hence 
the sum of two invariant actions is automatically invariant, whereas the condition 
(4.6.33) is nonlinear. The Legendre transformation allows this to occur, and allows us to 


comply with the restriction on off-shell formulations that we discussed above. 


Although it is always possible to go from the off-shell formulation (in terms of the 
tensor multiplet) to the on-shell formulation (in terms of the hypermultiplet), the reverse 
transformation is generally not so straightforward. The improved form (see (4.4.45-5)) 
of the free multiplet can be found by exploiting an analogy with the nonlinear o-models 
discussed above (Actually, the tensor multiplet form of the interacting models can be 
found in this way). Alternatively, some simple models can be found by using the cen- 


tral charge invariance of the tensor multiplet (see below). 
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By analogy with (4.6.17), we can write down the following first order N = 2 invari- 


ant action by introducing an auxiliary N = 2 vector multiplet V, ®: 


si= fd'ea's [o, eV, + 6_e "S_ — GV] 


+ jes d’0 ib|6_®, — 7] + hc. (4.6.34) 


This action is invariant under the transformations (4.6.5,14,25). Varying G and 7, we 


find the free hypermultiplet (see discussion in sec. 4.6.a.2); varying V and ®, we find 


that ®, drop out of the action entirely, and the improved (N = 2) tensor multiplet 


results: 
Simp = jets d'0 [(G2 + 47m)? — GIn(G + (G? + 477)2)] - (4.6.35) 


This complicated nonlinear action corresponds to a free hypermultiplet! It is, however, 
an off-shell formulation, invariant under the transformations (4.6.25). It generalizes 


directly to give an off-shell formulation of the nonlinear o-models we discussed above. 


An alternative derivation of the improved tensor multiplet does not require an 
N = 2 vector multiplet, but uses the central charge invariance of the tensor multiplet. 
We begin with the free hypermultiplet action (4.6.8) (without loss of generality, we take 
May = imC,4(T3)°.). We wish to Legendre transform one of the chiral fields 
o* = (®,,@_), and keep the other field as the chiral field 7 of the tensor multiplet. 


However, though 7 is inert under central charge transformations, ®, are not; we there- 


fore define the invariant combination 7 = 7@,®_, and in terms of it write the first order 


action 
= jes d‘0 |7ne’ +e” — GV] + =m f d‘ad’Ont+h.c.] . (4.6.36) 


Varying G, we recover the hypermultiplet action (4.6.8) with V = In(®,©,); varying V, 
we recover the improved tensor multiplet action (4.6.35) with a linear 7 term that acts 
as a mass term. The algebra of transformations that act on the massive scalar multiplet 
has a central charge; however, the description of the multiplet given by the N = 2 tensor 


multiplet only involves fields that are inert under the central charge. 
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Finally, we note that the gauge interactions of the N = 2 tensor multiplet are anal- 


ogous to the N = 1 case (see sec. 4.4.c). 


a.5. N=2 superfield Lagrange multiplier 


Another formulation of the N = 2 scalar multiplet with off-shell N = 2 supersym- 
metry is the N = 2 Lagrange multiplier multiplet. It is the N = 2 generalization of the 
multiplet discussed in sec. 4.5.d, and contains that N =1 multiplet as a submultiplet. 
Unlike the off-shell N = 2 supersymmetric scalar multiplet discussed above (the N = 2 
tensor multiplet of secs. 4.6.a.3,4), this multiplet can be coupled to the (N = 2) non- 
abelian vector multiplet, though only in real representations. By using the adjoint rep- 
resentation, this allows construction of N = 4 Yang-Mills with off-shell N = 2 supersym- 


metry, as discussed below in sec. 4.6.b.2. 


The N =2 Lagrange multiplier multiplet is described by the following N =1 
superfields: (1) Y,° and Y, describing an N =1 Lagrange multiplier multiplet as in 


(4.5.18), with the gauge invariance of (4.5.19), and field strength 4, = D.w,° (for which 
F and G of (4.5.18) are the real and imaginary parts); (2) a second spinor WV,°, with the 
same dimension and gauge invariance, but which is auxiliary; (3) a complex Lagrange 
multiplier =, which constrains all of ©, to vanish (instead of just the imaginary part, as 
does Y for ©,), and has a field strength D;= with gauge invariance 6= = A (for A chi- 
ral); (4) a minimal scalar multiplet, described by a complex gauge field VY, with chiral 
field strength ®, (see sec. 4.5.a); and (5) two more minimal scalar multiplets VU, and Ws, 
but auxiliary. We thus have an N = 1 Lagrange multiplier multiplet, a minimal scalar 


multiplet, and assorted auxiliary superfields. 


The action is 


g=- fdted'o ((E, +51)? + £¥(E1 - SI 


+ jets d*0 (6,0, + (ED, + ED.) + (U,6;, + VA, )] . (4.6.37) 


The most interesting properties of this theory appear when it is coupled to N = 2 super- 
Yang-Mills. We do this by N = 2 gauge covariantizing the N = 2 Lagrange multiplier 
multiplet field strengths. (In the absence of Yang-Mills coupling, the ®’s can be 
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considered as ordinary scalar multiplets, rather than field strengths.) This coupling is 


discussed in sec. 4.6.b.2. 


b. N=4 Yang-Mills 


In many respects, the N = 2 nonlinear o-models, when studied in two dimen- 
sions, are analogs of N = 4 Yang-Mills theory in four dimensions. Despite power-count- 
ing arguments, they are completely finite on shell, and they are the maximally super- 
symmetric models containing only scalar multiplets (the vector is auxiliary and can be 
eliminated). The N =4 Yang-Mills theory is the first and best-studied 4-dimensional 
theory that is ultraviolet finite to all orders of perturbation theory, and thus scale invari- 
ant at the quantum as well as the classical level. (Its G-function has been calculated to 
vanish through three loops; arguments for total finiteness are given in sec. 7.7. Inde- 
pendent arguments using light-cone superfields have been given elsewhere.) It is self- 
conjugate and is the maximally extended globally supersymmetric theory. Two super- 
field formulations of the theory have been given: One uses an N = 2 vector multiplet 
coupled to a ®* hypermultiplet and has only N = 1 supersymmetry off shell, and the 
other uses an N = 2 vector multiplet coupled to an N = 2 Lagrange multiplier multiplet 
and has N = 2 supersymmetry off shell (however, it has a large number of auxiliary 


superfields). 


b.1. Minimal formulation 


At the component level the theory contains a gauge vector particle, four spin ; 
Weyl spinors, and six spin O particles, all in the adjoint representation of the internal 
symmetry group. It can be described by one real scalar gauge superfield V and three 
chiral scalar superfields 6’, and is the same as an N = 2 vector multiplet coupled to an 
N =2 scalar multiplet. If we use a matrix representation for the ®', the (chiral repre- 
sentation) conjugate can be written as ®, =e '6,e". The N = 1 supersymmetric action 


(in the chiral representation) is given by 


1 = ; 
s= “wf d‘ad'0 e~' Be" 8! + [ a'za°e Ww? 


g? 


+5 i d*xd70 iC iy, ®' [®! O'} +5 i d‘zd*0 iC" ®,[®, ,®,]) . (4.6.38) 
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In addition to the manifest SU(3) symmetry on the i, j,k indices of ® and ®, it has the 


following global symmetries: 


60! = — (W°V ex! + CHV? X;0,) —8V"[(V°C)V oP! + ; (V'C)®'] , 


5Vq = Vali(xi®' — x'®,) + (W°V 5+ WV 5) | (4.6.39) 
in the chiral representation, and in the vector representation 


5b! = — (W°V x! + CPV? x,8, — i[Z, 0" , &')) 
— i009) Vob! + (VC)W 8 +2 V(V2Q)84) | 


5V,, = — Valix'®, + WV 30). (4.6.40) 


The x’ are the generalization of those given for the N = 2 multiplets above, but now 
they form an SU(3) isospinor, as does ©’. The identification of the components of ¥ and 
¢ is the same: The “physical bosonic fields” are the translations and the central charge 
parameters (3 complex = 6 real, as follows from dimensional reduction from D=10: see 
sec. 10.6), the spinors are the supersymmetry parameters, and the “auxiliary fields” are 
internal symmetry parameters of SU(4)/SU(3). The algebra does not close off-shell. 
Upon reduction to its N = 2 submultiplets, (4.6.39) (or (4.6.40)) reduces to (4.6.5) (or 
(4.6.2)) and (4.6.14) (but with different R-weights). 


The corresponding component action has a conventional appearance, with gauge, 
Yukawa, and quartic scalar couplings all governed by the same coupling constant. In 


sec. 6.4 we discuss some of the quantum properties of this theory. 


b.2. Lagrange multiplier formulation 


We now briefly describe another N =1 superfield formulation of N = 4 super- 
Yang-Mills; it employs the (unimproved) type of N =1 scalar multiplet of sec. 4.5.d. 
Although even less of the SU(4) symmetry is manifest, this formulation is off-shell 
N =2 supersymmetric: It follows from the N = 2 superfield formulation of the theory, 
as described by the coupling of N = 2 super Yang-Mills to an N = 2 (Lagrange multi- 


plier) scalar multiplet. This formulation has a number of other novel features: (1) 
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renormalizable couplings between nonminimal and other scalar multiplets, (2) the neces- 
sary appearance (in interaction terms) of the minimal scalar multiplet in the form of a 
gauge multiplet (sec. 4.5.a), and (3) loss of (super)conformal invariance off shell (this 


occurs because the model includes an unimproved Lagrange multiplier multiplet). 


The action can be written as (in the super-Yang-Mills vector representation) the 
sum of (4.6.1) and (4.6.37). However, the definitions of the field strengths ©; and ®; are 


now modified: 


yf = V vie rs i[®o ; Vi] 


@,=V’V, (6=0,1,2) , 8,=V'°W; — i[6,F] ; (4.6.41) 


where ®, (with prepotential Yo) is the chiral superfield of the N = 2 Yang-Mills multi- 
plet. The V4, in these definitions is the Yang-Mills covariant derivative. In addition to 
the usual (adjoint, vector representation) Yang-Mills gauge transformations, we have 


many new local symmetries of the action: 


6U,=VeK,° (i=0,1,2) , dW, =VeKs* + i[W, A] ; (4.6.42a) 


6U,° = VK, + i[5),K;*| (@=1,2) ; OB =A; SY =5N=0 ; (4.6.42b) 


where A is covariantly chiral (V,;A = 0), and Q is the Yang-Mills vector-representation 
prepotential. Under these transformations the field strengths ®, (4 =0,...,3), 4%, 
(i = 1,2), V.=, Y, and W, are invariant. In the abelian (or linearized) case, the sum of 
(4.6.1) and (4.6.37) as modified by (4.6.42) describes an N = 2 vector multiplet (W, and 
®,) plus an N = 2 scalar multiplet consisting of the N = 1 Lagrange multiplier multiplet 
of (4.5.18) (W,° and Y), a minimal N =1 scalar multiplet (®,), and some auxiliary 
superfields (W,°, =, UW, and W3). However, in the interacting case the formulation is 
somewhat unusual in that ©; is not just N =1 covariantly chiral (V,®3 4 0) nor are ©; 
N = 1 covariantly linear (V?X; 4 0), but they satisfy the N = 2 covariant Bianchi iden- 
tities 


V 383 Oot i[®p | ’ 


V*d; = — i[®), 4] . (4.6.43) 


The interaction terms of the auxiliary superfields (introduced through the nonlinearities 
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of the field strengths ©, and ®;) cancel among themselves: Their terms in the action can 


be rewritten as, in the chiral representation, 
jes d‘6 (ED.W,* + hic.) + [fas d’0 ®,(D'W,)+h.c.] . (4.6.44) 


By combining the Bianchi identities (4.6.43), the usual constraint V.®,=0 (for 
i=0,1,2), and V,W, =0, V°W, + Vow. = 0 with the field equations which follow 


from the action, we obtain the on-shell equations for all of the superfields 


De] y= Fs) dg ®, ®, 0 5 


VOW, = —iVW, = [Fo] + (.,F) +7 ((2 +iY), OF), 


V 38o = VS) + i[®,,5 (2, +iY)J=0, 
V .0; —V’S, + i$ (2, +iY),®,] =0, 
Va(D, + iY) =V7(D, + 2Y ) + 2i[G), O,] =0. (4.6.45) 


We can thus identify this formulation on shell with that given above in subsec. 4.6.b.1. 


by the correspondences 


W.-W. , (®),9,,5(21. +i¥)) oo! (4.6.46) 


Contents of 5. CLASSICAL N=1 SUPERGRAVITY 


5.1. Review of gravity 
a. Potentials 
b. Covariant derivatives 
c. Actions 
d. Conformal compensator 
5.2. Prepotentials 
a. Conformal 
a.l. Linearized theory 
a.2. Nonlinear theory 
a.3. Covariant derivatives 


a.4. Covariant actions 


= 


. Poincaré 


. Density compensators 


lo) 


Q 


. Gauge choices 
e. Summary 
f. Torsions and curvatures 
5.3. Covariant approach to supergravity 
a. Choice of constraints 
a.l. Compensators 
a.2. Conformal supergravity constraints 
a.3. Contortion 
a.4. Poincaré supergravity constraints 
b. Solution to constraints 
b.1. Conventional constraints 
b.2. Representation preserving constraints 
b.3. The A gauge group 
b.4. Evaluation of [, and R 
b.5. Chiral representation 


b.6. Density compensators 
b.6.i. Minimal (n = — 5) supergravity 
b.6.ii. Nonminimal (n 4 — -) supergravity 
b.6.iii. Axial (n = 0) supergravity 

b.7. Degauging 


232 
232 
235 
238 
240 
244 
244 
244 
247 
249 
254 
255 
259 
261 
263 
264 
267 
267 
267 
270 
23 
274 
276 
276 
278 
279 
281 
284 
286 


287 


287 


288 
289 


5.4. Solution to Bianchi identities 


5.5. Actions 


a. 
bi 
C. 
d. 
€. 
ie 


g. 
h. 


i. 


i 


Review of vector and chiral representations 
The general measure 
Tensor compensators 
The chiral measure 
Representation independent form of the chiral measure 
Scalar multiplet 
f.1. Superconformal interactions 
f.2. Conformally noninvariant actions 
f.3. Chiral self-interactions 
Vector multiplet 
General matter models 
Supergravity actions 
il. Poincaré 
i.2. Cosmological term 
i.3. Conformal supergravity 


Field equations 


5.6. From superspace to components 


a. 


b. 


Cc. 


d. 


e. 


f; 
g. 


h. 


General considerations 

Wess-Zumino gauge for supergravity 
Commutator algebra 

Local supersymmetry and component gauge fields 
Superspace field strengths 

Supercovariant supergravity field strengths 
Tensor calculus 


Component actions 


5.7. DeSitter supersymmetry 


292 
299 
299 
300 
300 
301 
301 
302 
303 
304 
305 
306 
307 
309 
309 
312 
312 
313 
315 
315 
317 
320 
321 
323 
325 
326 
331 
335 


5. CLASSICAL N=1 SUPERGRAVITY 


5.1. Review of gravity 


a. Potentials 


Our review is intended to describe the approach to gravity that is most useful in 
understanding supergravity. We treat gravity as the theory of a massless spin-2 particle 
described by a gauge field with an additional vector index as a group index (so that it 
contains spin 2). By analogy with the theory of a massless spin 1 particle its linearized 


transformation law is 


bh, = 0,2. (5.1.1) 


Since the only global symmetry of the S-matrix with a vector generator is translations, 
we choose partial spacetime derivatives (momentum) as the generators appearing con- 


tracted with the gauge field’s group index in the covariant derivative 


€, = 0, — thy" (iD) 


= (0,0 Fhe On = ey One. & (5.1.2a) 


Thus, in contrast with Yang-Mills theory, we are able to combine the derivative and 
“eroup” terms into a single term. The gauge field e,” is the vierbein, which reduces to a 


Kronecker delta in flat space. It is invertible: Its inverse e,,* is defined by 


Cmiegt=Omt , Cat emt=d,e - (5.1.2b) 


Finite gauge transformations are also defined by analogy with Yang-Mills theory: 


e,=ere,e™, A=X ID, . (5.1.3) 


a 


The linearized transformation takes the form of (5.1.1), whereas the full infinitesimal 


form takes the form of a Lie derivative: 
(de, )On = 7A, €4) =— [A* Ons Ca Om: (5.1.4a) 
or, in more conventional notation, 


de,” =€,O,A" = AOE, (5.1.4b) 
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The gauge transformation of a scalar matter field is, again by analogy with Yang-Mills 


theory, 

pa=e py = Mye , (5.1.5) 
and in infinitesimal form 

6p = iA, Y] =—A*OpY - (5.1.6) 


Equation (5.1.5) can also be written as the more common general coordinate transforma- 


tion 
w(s’) = oz), «=e Mze” . (5.1.7) 


(This can be verified by a Taylor expansion.) For the case of constant » it takes the 
familiar form of global translations. Orbital (global) Lorentz transformations are 
obtained by choosing A“ = OH vt ~ OF geht? (which just equals dx” in the infinitesimal 


case); 2 is traceless. Scale transformations are obtained by choosing \”™ = oz”. 


We could at this point define field strengths in terms of the covariant derivatives 
(5.1.2), but the invariance group we have defined is too small for two reasons: (1) The 
vierbein is a reducible representation of the (global) Lorentz group, so more of it should 
be gauged away; and (2) there are difficulties in realizing (global) Lorentz transforma- 


tions on general representations, as we now discuss. 


Since under global Lorentz transformations 7(z) transforms as a scalar field, its 
gradient O,,~ will transform as a covariant vector. In general, we define a covariant vec- 
tor to be any object that transforms like O,,7). We can define a contravariant vector to 
belong to the “adjoint” representation of our gauge group. Indeed, if we define 


V =V“i0,, and require that [V,7~] =V720,,~ transform as a scalar, i.e., 
VSV'™0,Se"Ve™ « (5.1.8) 


then V™ transforms contravariantly under global Lorentz transformations. However, 
this procedure does not allow us to define objects which transform as spinors under 
global Lorentz transformations, and in fact it is impossible to define a field, transforming 
linearly under the A group, which also transforms as a spinor when the ’s are restricted 
to represent global Lorentz transformations. It is possible to get around this difficulty 


by realizing the A transformations nonlinearly, but this is not a convenient solution. 
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Comparing (5.1.3) to (5.1.8), we see e,” transforms as four independent contravariant 
vectors under the global Lorentz group: The X transformations do not act on the a 


indices. 


To solve these problems we enlarge the gauge group by adjoining to the  transfor- 
mations a group of local Lorentz transformations, and define spinors with respect to this 
group. This is a procedure familiar in treatments of nonlinear o models. Nonlinear real- 
izations of a group are replaced by linear representations of an enlarged (gauge) group. 
The nonlinearities reappear only when a definite gauge choice is made. Similarly here, 
by enlarging the gauge group, we obtain linear spinor representations. The nonlinear 
spinor representations of the general coordinate group reappear only if we fix a gauge for 
the local Lorentz transformations. It will thus turn out that our final gauge group for 
gravity can be interpreted physically as the direct product of the translation (general 


coordinate) group with the spin (internal) angular momentum group. 


We define the action of the local Lorentz group on the vierbein to be 
de,” = — de Egg thc. , AYW=0. (5.1.9) 


These transformations act only on the free indices in the operator e, (but not the hidden 
indices contracted with 0, since we want the operator to transform covariantly). From 
now on we will indicate indices on which the local Lorentz transformation acts (flat or 
tangent space indices) by using letters from the beginning of the Greek and Roman 
alphabets (a, 3,...a,b,...), and indices on which local translations (general coordinate 
transformations) act (curved or world indices) by letters from the middle 
(u,V,...m,n,...). Transformations represented by a matrix multiplying the free index 


of e, are called tangent space transformations. 


The linearized form of the local Lorentz transformations is 
Shye@ = — Sah rg thee. (5.1.10) 


It is thus possible to gauge away the antisymmetric-tensor part of the vierbein (although 
not the scalar part) with a nonderivative transformation. To stay in this gauge a local 
coordinate transformation must be accompanied by a related local Lorentz transforma- 
tion; the Lorentz parameter is determined in terms of the translation parameter. At the 


linearized level we find, using the combined transformations (5.1.1) and (5.1.10), 
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55" heagl = aS Ag? = a = Oaad?* : (5.1.11) 


In this gauge the (orbital Lorentz coordinate) transformation defined above induces 
the same global Lorentz transformation acting on the flat indices. We can thus define a 
Lorentz spinor by choosing its spinor index to be a flat index; flat, or tangent space, 
indices transform under local Lorentz transformations but not local translations except 
when a gauge is chosen, e.g., as in (5.1.11). Furthermore, we can define all covariant 
objects except the vierbein to have only flat indices. The curved-index vectors defined 


above can be related to flat-index ones by multiplying with the vierbein or its inverse. 


b. Covariant derivatives 
We now define our new local group of Poincaré transformations, derivatives 
covariant under it, and its representation on all fields. The parameter of our enlarged 
local group is defined by 
N= N24 + (AgPiM g? + X4PiM ;*) (5.1.12) 


The generator M,° (and the parameter r,”) is traceless and acts only on free flat 


indices. Its action on such indices is defined by 


[Ae M,” ’ Wa = ra We ’ [\g7M_,? ’ We] =0 ’ 


[XgiM? ba] =0, [Xp 8 wal =AgPvy (5.1.13) 


q z q 9 
Any covariant field with only flat indices transforms under this gauge group as: 
qh See (5.1.14) 


The covariant derivative is defined by introducing a gauge field for each group generator, 


so we must now add to e, of (5.1.2) a new gauge field for the Lorentz generators: 


D, = a+ ($a,5"M," +9, 5 M,°) (51.415) 


Its transformation law takes the covariant form 


Die Dee 2 (5.1.16) 
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In defining this covariant derivative we have introduced a gauge field $, which 
transforms with a derivative of the Lorentz gauge parameter ( d¢,q° = O,Aa” +°-°). 
However, due to the vierbein’s Lorentz transformation law (5.1.10), we can define this 
Lorentz gauge field to be a derivative of our fundamental field (the vierbein), just as for 
the nonlinear o-model (see sec. 3.10), rather than having it as an independent field. 
There are two ways to find this expression for @,: (1) Compare the full transformation 
laws of the vierbein and the Lorentz gauge field, and construct directly from the vierbein 
a Lorentz connection that has the correct transformation properties; or (2) constrain 
some of the field strengths in such a way that the Lorentz gauge field is determined in 
terms of the vierbein. Because the field strengths are covariant this will automatically 


lead to correctly transforming gauge fields ¢,. 


The field strengths ¢,,° and r,,(M) are defined by: 


[D, Dy] = tapD.+ (rap)? Ms +P ayes"). (5.1.17) 


We have expanded the right-hand side over D and M instead of 0 and M because then 
the torsion t and curvature r are covariant. By examining the resultant expressions for 


the field strengths in terms of the gauge fields, we find 


tas = Cap + [(a,g705" + $500") =F): 


ibn? = (€aor,° ac b) ios Cri ban ae a,(y\ Poe ’ (5.1.18) 


where the anholonomy coefficient c is defined by 


ley ’ ey = Capes : (5.1.18b) 


We see that constraining the torsion to vanish gives a suitable Lorentz gauge field: 


1 18 + (y 


We Ex => B 
Pap’ = — Zen og3 Csaba ) (5.1.19) 


(If instead of the torsion we constrained the curvature to vanish, the connection ¢, 
would be pure Lorentz gauge, and unrelated to the vierbein. However, the antisymmet- 
ric part of the vierbein would remain as a compensator for a second hidden local Lorentz 
group of the theory, under which ¢, would transform homogeneously and not as a con- 
nection. Hence D defined by (5.1.15) would be noncovariant under the new transforma- 


tions, and instead 
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1 ‘s A 5 ; 
a IS (Ca af e+ Csaba My" + hee. 


3 B 
4,83 66,0 )M," + h.c.] (5.1.20) 


would be covariant. Since Einstein theory is now described in terms of a curvature con- 
structed out of D, the original ¢, and its associated Lorentz invariance would be irrele- 
vant to the theory. Constraining the curvature to vanish is gauge equivalent to not 
introducing any connection at all. Such a formulation of gravity is often referred to as a 
“teleparallelism” theory. Of course, if we were to constrain both ¢ and r to vanish, D 


would be gauge equivalent to 0, and we would have no gravity.) 


In the absence of any constraint, we could always express the covariant derivative 
as the constrained covariant derivative (t =0) plus Lorentz covariant terms that contain 
only the torsion. The torsion could thus be considered as an independent tensor with no 
relation to gravity. Our torsion constraint is thus a “conventional” constraint, just like 


the conventional constraint (4.2.60) of super-Yang-Mills theories. 


All remaining tensors (i.e., covariant objects that are not operators) can be 
expressed in terms of the curvature and its covariant derivatives. The curvature itself is 


algebraically reducible (under the Lorentz group) into three tensors: 


rap," = Cay (Wap — 55a" 5g?) + Capt as 5 (5.1.21) 


ag B 
where the tensors are totally symmetric in undotted indices and in dotted indices (which 
is equivalent to being algebraically Lorentz-irreducible). The tensors r and T vaag are the 
trace and traceless parts of the Ricci tensor, and wag,5 is the Weyl tensor. (Note that 
our normalization of the Ricci scalar differs from the standard: We use the more con- 
venient normalization, in general spacetime dimension D, Tap a= bia Oy°r +--+, rather 


ab 


than r,,* =r. The sign is chosen so that r is nonnegative on shell in unbroken super- 


symmetric theories.) These tensors are, of course, related differentially through the 


Bianchi identities (the Jacobi identities of the covariant derivatives). Explicitly from 
[[D. ’ D,| ,D,] a [[D, , D.| _D,] + [[D., D,| ,D)] = 0, (5.1.22) 
we find 


Dubya: = tea tag Tae, = 8 (5.1.23a) 
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D aioe as taal Peay” = 0. (5.1.23b) 


These last two equations (which follow from the linear independence of D, and M =) are 


the first and second Bianchi identities, respectively. 


c. Actions 


In contrast to Yang-Mills theory, in gravity one cannot trace over the group with- 
out integrating over the spacetime coordinates, since the translation group acts on the 
coordinates themselves. Thus, only integrated quantities can form invariants. Further- 
more, gravity differs even from the group manifold approach to Yang-Mills, where the 
group generators are treated as translations in the group space, in that the local transla- 


tion group is not unitary: Although \” is hermitian, an infinitesimal translation is not: 


(A209) S40 AX? = A810 GOYA®) 3 (5.1.24) 


From the reordering of the two factors, we get an additional term proportional to the 
divergence of A. This term arises because some coordinate transformations are not vol- 
ume-preserving: e.g., the transformation given by A“ ~ 2«"™ is a scale transformation. 
Consequently the volume element d*x~dz**/\ dx* (A dx*/\ dx~ is not covariant. To 
covariantize, we simply replace dz™ with an object that is a scalar under coordinate 
transformations (a world scalar): w* = dr“e,,“. The resulting volume element is w* = 


d‘xe~', where e is the determinant of e,”. 


The invariance of a scalar integrated with the covariant volume element can also 
be seen from the transformation law of e, which we write in the compact and convenient 


form 
em tae led | (5.1.25) 


Here \ = N40 mn means that the derivative acts on all objects to its left. (For the pre- 
sent discussion we may ignore Lorentz transformations.) Before deriving this transfor- 


mation law, we show how it allows e' to form invariant integrals: For any scalar L, 
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= jets (eo De®  , (5.1.26a) 
where we have used the identity (for any X) 
(A, X)=[(X,A] 2 eAXe Pee xe . (5.1.26b) 


Finally, using Xe =X + total derivative, we find 
jets (e71L)\ = jes e'L . (5.1.27) 


To derive the transformation law (5.1.25), we need the identity 
6 det X = det X tr(X'5X) , (5.1.28) 
which follows from det X = e"*. Thus we find, from (5.1.4b), 


det =— e (a (er O — A*On€a™)) 
= —e (O_N® — mtA2On€ 4”) 
=—¢19,,rA2 — N20,,e7 


=-4,(Mel)=etr . (5.1.29) 


To find the finite transformation, we iterate the infinitesimal transformation (5.1.29) and 


use e” = lim (1+ o we thus arrive at the desired result (5.1.25). An equivalent state- 


ment of our result is that 1-e’ is the Jacobian determinant of the coordinate transfor- 


mation e. (1-e' means that derivatives act to the left until annihilating the 1.) 


We can now construct invariant actions for gravity and its couplings to matter. 


The only possible action that gives h,, a second-order kinetic operator is 
3 et? a 
s=-3 [a Cer 3 (5.1.30) 


where r is the curvature scalar defined by (5.1.18) and (5.1.21). The resultant field equa- 


tions are r = = 0. Coupling to matter is achieved by covariantization of the 


V iag 
derivatives, as in Yang-Mills theory, but now the volume element is also covariantized 


(with e'). As in Yang-Mills, we are also free to add nonminimal couplings depending 
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on the curvature. (For the teleparallelism theory we can still use this action if r is 


defined by the commutator of D,. This action leads, by use of the first Bianchi identity, 


to an expression that is purely quadratic in ¢,)°.) 


d. Conformal compensator 


In flat space (i.e., without gravity) certain theories (e.g., massless ¢*, or massless 
QCD) are invariant under (global) conformal transformations at the classical level. On 
the other hand, when gravity is present all theories are conformally invariant since con- 
formal transformations are a special case of general coordinate transformations. How- 
ever, this type of conformal invariance has no physical significance, and is present simply 
because the vierbein automatically compensates the conformal transformations of other 
fields. This is analogous to global orbital Lorentz transformations: Any nonLorentz 
covariant flat-space theory can be made covariant under these orbital transformations in 


curved space, because the antisymmetric part of the vierbein acts as a compensator 
(e.g., J d'x (209)? = [ axe (en y9)" ). As we saw above, it is necessary to intro- 


duce additional, local, tangent-space Lorentz transformations to give a meaningful defini- 
tion of Lorentz invariance in curved space. Theories that are invariant under these tan- 
gent space Lorentz transformations will automatically be invariant under the usual 
Lorentz transformations in flat space, or when a gauge for local Lorentz and general 


coordinate transformations is chosen. 


Similarly, in the presence of gravity it is possible to give a meaning to global con- 
formal invariance by observing that in curved space it corresponds to an additional 


invariance under local scale transformations 
OHO Se. «2 (5.1.31) 


Here ¢(z) is a local parameter and d is the canonical dimension of the field 7. (usually 
1 for bosons, : for fermions) when written with flat tangent-space indices. (Note that 
€,, Which has no free curved indices and describes a boson, has canonical dimension 1 
since it contains a derivative.) Any theory in curved space that has local scale invari- 
ance gives a flat space theory which is conformally invariant. The transformation in 


(5.1.31) is another example of a tangent space transformation. 
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Thus, both local Lorentz and local scale invariance reflect flat space invariance 
properties of matter systems. However, there is an important distinction between 
Lorentz and conformal transformations: Conformal invariance is not a general property 
of physical systems, and consequently we do not introduce local scale generators and cor- 


responding gauge fields into our covariant derivatives. 


As described above, the antisymmetric part of the vierbein can be gauged away by 
local Lorentz transformations. In the resulting gauge, general coordinate transforma- 
tions must be accompanied by related local Lorentz transformations that restore the 
gauge. The local Lorentz parameter becomes a nonlinear function of the general coordi- 
nate parameter, making construction of Lorentz covariant actions more difficult. Simi- 
larly, local scale transformations can be used to gauge away the trace of the vierbein. In 
fact, in locally scale invariant theories, the determinant of the vierbein can be gauged to 
1 by local scale transformations. In the resulting gauge, general coordinate transforma- 
tions must be accompanied by local scale transformations with parameter ¢ determined 


by 
L=te“\'= ete eM = (1- ei eM ; (5.1.32) 


The local scale parameter becomes a nonlinear function of the general coordinate param- 
eter. In particular, dimension d fields wy now transform as densities under general coor- 


d/4° The formalism 


dinate transformations, i.e., with an additional factor (1- e) 
becomes rather cumbersome. (We note that even in theories that are not invariant 
under local scale transformations, e can still be gauged to 1, at least in small regions of 
spacetime, by some of the general coordinate transformations: de~0,,A". However, this 
results in the constraint 0,,A" =0 on further coordinate transformations, and differen- 
tially constrained gauge parameters are undesirable when a theory is quantized (see sec. 
7.3); such gauge choices are possible upon quantization, but e should not be set to 1 


before quantization.) 


We have already indicated that e acts as a compensator for the local scale transfor- 
mations of fields w. as given in (5.1.31). In fact, by making the field redefinition 
wo. +e 4h we can make all fields except e inert under scale transformations. In 
terms of the new fields local scale invariance of an action is equivalent to independence 


of e. However, to maintain manifest coordinate invariance, it is preferable to keep 
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explicit the dependence on e. On the other hand, it is frequently useful to describe to 
what extent a theory breaks local scale invariance, both because locally scale invariant 
theories are interesting in their own right, and because a decomposition into locally scale 
invariant plus scale-breaking parts can be helpful. This can be done by introducing an 
additional compensating field into the theory, but one which unlike e is a scalar under 
general coordinate and local Lorentz transformations. To distinguish this type of com- 
pensator from the e type, we will henceforth refer to them as tensor compensators and 
density compensators, respectively. Density compensators (e.g., Cia for local Lorentz, 
or e for local scale) generally occur as parts of physical fields and are not tensors under 
the local symmetry group (e.g., general coordinate transformations) of the action with- 
out compensators. ‘Tensor compensators are covariant, and their presence allows the 
introduction of a local symmetry even in the absence of a corresponding global, flat 


space symmetry. 


For local scale transformations we introduce a scalar compensator transforming as 
g=eo . (5.1.33) 
Starting with fields invariant under ¢ transformations,we now make the replacements 


CO yy Ue bs. (5.1.34) 


The new fields still transform according to (5.1.31). The replacement (5.1.34) is just a 
g-dependent scale transformation. Hence local scale invariance of a given quantity is 
equivalent to independence from @¢. For example, after the redefinition (5.1.34), the 


usual gravity action (5.1.30) becomes 
3 2 
S=- 5 [a's e'¢d(O+r)¢d . (5.1.35) 


This action is scale invariant because ¢ compensates the transformation of e and +r. 
Since it is not ¢-independent the original Einstein action was not scale invariant. Alter- 
natively, (5.1.35) can be interpreted as a scale invariant action for the field ¢. The scale 
invariance allows ¢ to be gauged to one. In that gauge one recovers the usual Einstein 


action. 


In contrast, the Weyl tensor, which is the only part of the curvature which is 


homogeneous in @¢ after (5.1.34), can form a @ independent, locally scale invariant (but 
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higher-derivative) action: 


Sit ~ f d'ze (wars) : (5.1.36) 


We introduced the linearized vierbein h,” as a gauge field for translations; alterna- 
tively, we can use the analysis of chapter 3 to find h,”. Linearized gravity is the theory 
of a massless spin 2 field. As discussed in sec. 3.12, it is described by an irreducible on- 


shell field strength q,,5 satisfying (see (3.12.1)) 
Ob 46 =O. (5.1.37) 


Using the results of sec. 3.13, the corresponding irreducible off-shell field strength is the 


linearized Weyl] tensor w,,5 satisfying the bisection condition (s + a = 2 is an integer) 


Wop76 = KwWag5 = A." Ag? Ay 'As T5503 (5.1.38) 
which is equivalent to 
O° 0" fWopré = 005° D 5503 (5.1.39) 
By (3.13.2) applied to N = 0, the solution to this equation is 
aa B 
Wapad = a Op V ay a3 (5.1.40) 


where h,, =h is a traceless symmetric tensor. The maximal gauge 


ab = Poags = V (aayaa) 


invariance of (5.1.40) is: 


Shan = ary — 5 MDD (5.1.41) 


These are linearized coordinate transformations identical to (5.1.1), except that scale 
transformations and Lorentz transformations are not included. They can be added by 


introducing compensators: the trace and antisymmetric parts of hay. 
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5.2. Prepotentials 


a. Conformal 


As for superfield Yang-Mills and for gravity, one can develop a formulation for 
superfield supergravity in either of two ways: (1) Study off-shell representations to 
determine the linearized formulation in terms of unconstrained superfields (prepoten- 
tials), and then construct covariant derivatives, which provide the generalization to the 
nonlinear case; or (2) start by postulating covariant derivatives, determine what con- 
straints they must satisfy, and solve them in terms of prepotentials. In this section we 


will describe the former approach, and in the following section the latter. 


a.1. Linearized theory 
From the analysis in sec. 3.3.a.1, we know that the N = 1 supergravity multiplet 
consists of massless spin 2 and spin ; physical states. The corresponding on-shell com- 


ponent field strengths are W,g,5 and Wg, (on-shell Weyl tensor and Rarita-Schwinger 
field strength), totally symmetric in their indices, as discussed in sec. 3.12.a. These lie 


in an irreducible on-shell multiplet described by a chiral superfield V(o),3, that satisfies 


apy 
the constraint 


D3 (apy = W (1)oay6 ’ (5.2.1) 


where W(,) is totally symmetric and is the superfield containing the on-shell Weyl tensor 


Wapys (= Wags) at the 6 = 0 level. The constraint implies 


DWiiaoe =O; (5.2.2) 


By the analysis of sec. 3.13, the corresponding irreducible off-shell superfield 


strength is a chiral superfield W,,, satisfying the bisection condition (s + > = <+ is 


an integer) 
a Bt ahr Sees 
W ogy = —KW og, =- 2 D?A,* Ag? AWW a3. (5:23) 


which can be rewritten as 


893D°W ag, = —9,)D°W (5.2.4) 


aH 
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By (3.13.2) the solution to this equation is 


-1l = 5 
W apy = — ty DD gdp? H, (5.2.5) 


ye? 
where H 33 is real. (H might be expressed as a derivative of a more fundamental field; 
this possibility is eliminated when we examine the N = 1 theory at the nonlinear level.) 


We remark in passing that 
Sap = [ atxarow? = jecwow + (DW)?]| (5.2.6) 


contains the action for linearized conformal gravity i d*z(Wog5)’. Thus (5.2.6) is the 
extension of conformal gravity to conformal supergravity at the linearized level. 


A careful examination of (5.2.4) reveals that the largest gauge invariance of W,,,, 


written in a form containing the fewest derivatives (and thus the component transforma- 


tions contain the fewest possible spacetime derivatives), is 
0H, = DL, — DL . (5.2.7) 


To get insight into the physical content of H and its transformation, we consider their 


components using D projection. 


The components of H, are 


Ay = — 5 D9D°D 4H 4| — 5 éatea 08D", Di] H4 


(5.2.8) 


where €abed — 1 ( Cos yO 35 as = CapC oC y3C 5. ) (31.22). Although it is convenient to 


define the component fields hay , vy, re A, as above, these are only the linearized, confor- 
mal definitions of these component fields. In the final Poincaré theory additional H, 
and compensator superfield dependent terms, as well as nonlinearities, are present. 


The components of D;L, (the rest of L never enters) are: 


{= De, ) L' = D,,D3L | ’ é= D1, ’ 


a8 
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=D D5,| ’ c= D° DLs) ’ 
1 = = 
Wap oF 9 D(.D? Lg)| ’ Na = Des ’ (5.2.9) 
and similarly for the complex conjugate (but note en = —D,L;). The transformations 


of the independent components of H are: 


dha =2ReE,s , 
= stl = i 
On 98 ma) Cope — L Bop ? 
he, =—L, , 


Ohay =— (C 43Wap + Cosw gs) + CapO'z3 Rea—0,Im&, } 
ow . OWE § = 1 55Ma 5 


5A, 


=d,Imo . (5.2.10) 


We can therefore go to a Wess-Zumino gauge by using Re €, L', L? to algebraically gauge 


away all of H, except ha, , Wa3 , Aa. These can be identified as the linearized vierbein, 


the spin . Rarita-Schwinger field, and an axial vector auxiliary field, respectively. 


We study the remaining transformations: Examining dh,, we note that w can be 
used to eliminate the antisymmetric part of the vierbein, which identifies it as an 
infinitesimal local Lorentz transformation. Rea removes the trace, and is therefore a 
local scale transformation. Finally, Im € generates a coordinate transformation. Exam- 


ining p, 3 we identify the €3 term as a Rarita-Schwinger gauge transformation (a lin- 
earized local supersymmetry transformation). The 7, term is a local S-supersymmetry 
3 


transformation: it gauges away the trace wv, ee From 6A, we identify Imo as an axial 


gauge transformation. (Note that the local $-transformation of the spin ; field contains 


no spacetime derivatives. Avoiding derivatives is important for quantization (see sec. 


7.3)). 
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Thus, in the Wess-Zumino gauge, the [-gauge group that remains consists of local 
superconformal transformations: the super-Poincaré subgroup (coordinate, Lorentz, and 
local supersymmetry), and axial, S-supersymmetry, and scale transformations (see sec. 
3.2.e). Local conformal invariance plays a more important role in supergravity than in 
gravity: Whereas the nonconformal part of the vierbein (its trace) can be projected out 
algebraically, the analogous statement does not hold for H (a vector is not algebraically 
reducible in a Lorentz covariant way). The same distinction between the reducibility of 
the vierbein and H applies with regard to local Lorentz invariance (which must be main- 


tained in supergravity simply because supersymmetric theories contain spinors). 


a.2. Nonlinear theory 


To generalize to the nonlinear case we examine (as in super-Yang-Mills) the appro- 
priate transformations of the simplest multiplet, the chiral scalar superfield. Since grav- 
ity gauges translations, supergravity will gauge supertranslations. We therefore look for 


the most general transformation of the form 
ni=eAne , A=A™MiDy ; (5.2.11) 


(We choose to parametrize with D, rather than 0, in order to keep manifest global 


supersymmetry. This simply amounts to a redefinition of the parameters.) We maintain 


the chirality of 7 (D7 =0), by requiring A to satisfy 


[Dy Alp =0 , (5.2.12) 
which implies 
DAY = @) 5 D; a = DAY s", (5.2.13) 
and has the solution 
A®=-iD' Lh, M=D IL ,  MMarbitrary ; (5.2.14a) 
L265, 
m UL lp ah ay 
NO ob) = 5 eel [D A ae OPA ae (5.2.14b) 


Note that the parameter superfield A” must be complex. In particular this means that 


AZZ (AZ), AMA (AM), and A! 4 (A“)' . Care must be taken to distinguish A” and 
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A" from the hermitian conjugated quantities A“ (= (A")') and A” (= (A")'). We define 
the transformation of an antichiral scalar in a similar fashion: 


> 


n= ene , A=A™iDy , 


A® =-iD*i! , A’ =D?EF , A“ arbitrary . (5.2.15) 
The quantity A” is the complex conjugate of A”. 


At this point it is clear, by analogy with super-Yang-Mills, that H™ is the correct 
field to covariantize the A™ part of the transformation of the scalar multiplet kinetic 


term, since its linearized transformation is (from (5.2.7)) /H" = iA%—iA™%. We there- 
fore complete H™ to a supervector H™” = (H“,H ho ™) and introduce an exponential 
e!, H=H™iD,,. As for Yang-Mills, the nonlinear transformation law is 


eh ae eter (5.2.16) 


We note that H" can be trivially gauged away because the parameter AF is arbi- 


trary; consequently H“ is also gauged away by A“. To preserve this gauge choice, the L- 


gauge transformations (5.2.14,15) must be accompanied now by compensating AY and A“ 


transformations. For infinitesimal A we have 


4 (ef *n)(A29,, +A"D,, bie M"D,) ; (5.2.17) 


(This equation is to be interpreted as an operator equation acting on an arbitrary super- 
function to the right.) This implies that we must cancel D,, and D ; terms on the right- 


hand side and hence 
AY =e! Me™ = eID? IMe# | A =e Fhe =e D?The” | (5.2.18) 


However, we will not restrict ourselves to this gauge in the subsequent discussion. 
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a.3. Covariant derivatives 

Our next task is to construct covariant derivatives V4 = (V,, Va; V.). By analogy 
with Yang-Mills theory we would require (V4®)' = e'4(V4®), ie., V4! = e'Vye™ or 
dV 4 =i|A, V4]. However, since we expect local Lorentz transformations to be present, 


we can generalize to 


(V4) = LyPeAVe® , 


Lg? = (Lg? Lg? La? Le?) , (5.2.19) 


We define, by analogy with Einstein’s theory (5.1.15), covariant derivatives that take the 


form: 


Va = Eyt 49M + O,°M 3 , (5.2.20) 


where the M’s are Lorentz rotation operators. Their action is defined in (5.1.13). Again 
in analogy with ordinary gravity, we adhere to a late-early index convention to distin- 
guish between quantities with curved indices (that transform only under the A-gauge 


group) and quantities with flat indices (that transform only under the action of the 


Lorentz generators M,,” and M,”). The form (5.2.19) assumes that the Lorentz trans- 
formations L,? act in the usual manner: Spinors and vectors do not mix, and both 
rotate with the same parameter. For an infinitesimal Lorentz transformation, 


La? = 64% +w,4®, the covariant derivatives transform as 


6V,=[iA,Val twa? Ve , (5:29.21) 


where wy? = (@,° ,we” ,w,%) and (from (5.2.19)) wy” = 0°54" + 6,"we" (G,” is the chi- 
ral representation conjugate of w,”’: see below). This implies the following transforma- 


tion laws for the connections: 
5B 437 = [6A O43] — Bgwg? + wy? Ops) + wz’ Oyj) — O43? wf". (5.2.22) 


There is a certain amount of arbitrariness in defining connections that transform 
properly: One can always add to ®4;” any tensor K 4,’ that transforms covariantly. As 
will be discussed in the next section, this arbitrariness is physically irrelevant. A stan- 


dard way to find connections is to compute the anholonomy coefficients C'4,° defined by 
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[E4,E,}=C4p° Ec. Suitable connections can be defined as linear combinations of the 
C’s. 
Pushing the analogy with Yang-Mills further, we can try to construct the following 


chiral-representation “covariant” derivatives: 


ee BY FV SoS 2AET A 
Bea Dy . E, =e De 


, Ey, =-if{B,, Ej} . (5.2.23) 


m 


However, at this point the analogy with Yang-Mills theory breaks down. These deriva- 
tives are not covariant for two reasons: (1) Acting on nontrivial representations of the 
Lorentz group, they are noncovariant because they have no connections (this is easily 
cured); and (2) more seriously, even acting on scalars they are noncovariant because AM 


is not chiral. Thus, 


where 
V2 = S PN See DAS. Seep ae A (5.2.25) 
he Tere ~ 9 (hi ? ee ac ame es : = 


The term involving w is harmless: it is just a Lorentz rotation, and will be perfectly 
covariant after we introduce Lorentz connections. (There is a slight problem, however. 
The indices in (5.2.19,20) are flat spinor indices whereas those in (5.2.24,25) are curved 
indices in analogy with our discussion of ordinary gravity. Therefore it is not quite cor- 
rect to identify the w in (5.2.25) with the one in (5.2.20). We will find a solution for this 
shortly.) 


By contrast, the term proportional to © is a superspace scale transformation 
which is not part of our original gauge group as defined by (5.2.19) and (5.2.20). For 
the time being we introduce into the theory a (density) compensator V that transforms 


as: 
OW =[iA,V]—dov . (5.2.26) 


Later on, W will be determined in terms of H. With this object, we can construct a 


covariant spinor derivative: 
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Ej 


WE;=UD; , 6b; =[iA, Bz) +u,"B, . (5.2.27) 


The complex conjugate of E ; is covariant not with respect to A but rather with respect 
to A; however, just as in the Yang-Mills case, we can use e” to convert any object 


covariant with respect to A into an object covariant with respect to A. We obtain 


3 (5.2.28) 


where W is the chiral-representation Hermitian conjugate of UV (as in super-Yang-Mills: 


see (4.2.37) and (4.2.78)). The covariant transformation of E,, is 


6E, =[iA,E,)+6,"E, , (5.2.29) 


where w,,” =e" @ 

The spinor vielbeins that we have constructed transform as in (5.2.21) but with 
the important restriction that the parameter of Lorentz rotations, w,’, must be deter- 
mined (by the definition in (5.2.25) and those following (5.2.29) and (5.2.21)) in terms of 
the parameter of supercoordinate transformations A“. In the discussion of ordinary 
gravity (see (5.1.10,11)), we saw that an analogous situation occurred only if the anti- 
symmetric part of the vierbein was gauged away. We also have the related problem that 


the free index on the vielbein is curved whereas the index in (5.2.19) is flat (and conse- 


quently the problem of identifying wi? with Ww,” ). This situation arises because the viel- 
bein E,," as defined in (5.2.27) is given by U6," and thus has no symmetric part (ie., 
By 


Fa = 0). The solution is to restore the “missing” part by introducing a new superfield 


N at . In a general Lorentz frame the spinor vielbein (5.2.27) is modified to 
E;=N,'VD,; , (5.2.30) 


where Ns" is an arbitrary SL(2C) matrix superfield (det N = 1). It acts as a compen- 
sating field for tangent space Lorentz transformations. (This is analogous to generalizing 
from a frame where the usual vierbein is symmetric.) The N-dependence of the other 
equations can easily be found by simply performing the general Lorentz transformation 


which takes E Pa from Wd ae to UN ae The quantity NV," maps between curved and flat 
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spinor indices. This permits us to solve the problem of identifying w,’ with w," . Since 


we began in the gauge Nz = 5,", the two quantities are equal. Furthermore, as long as 
we remain in this gauge, we need not be careful to distinguish curved and flat spinor 


indices. A distinction must still be made between flat and curved vector indices. 
We now attempt to construct the vector covariant derivative by analogy with 


Yang-Mills theory: 


Ba =—i{E,,E;} . (5:2:31) 


Defining By, = (E,,,E;,E,) we can write (5.2.27,29,32) as 


Ob y= iA, By) Kwy Ey. (6,233) 


However, because of terms like nig =— iB wy”, which are not present in (5.2.19), Ey is 
not quite covariant. 
The terms we want to eliminate are (spinor) derivatives of the Lorentz transforma- 


tion parameter wi,” ; therefore, the remedy is to introduce (spinor) Lorentz connections 
into (5.2.31). These connection terms will redefine E,, so that it transforms covariantly. 
To find the connections, we define a (noncovariant) set of anholonomy coefficients C yy" 


by 
[Eu Ev}=Cun’Ep . (5.2.34) 
From the transformations in (5.2.27,29,32) we obtain 
5C uy? = [tA, Cun?) + Eprom? + waa? — Cun®wr’ (5.2.35) 


In particular we find 


OC gs" = [tA, Cys") + Egws” + wala” — Cae’ws" 
OC no — [7A, Caw = E, Wr Pc a Ona: Taig ln. 


+ wy Og gh + iW? dy? , (5.2.36) 
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and a equations for the conjugates Oy ™ and Ong From (5.2.36) we see 


that — sO Guta ” transforms as the needed spinor connection: 
: 7 V)V Jp ra ra -1lw~ oA V)V BA 
tC ane BE, | =i( Bb 0,") E 15 OC (ptt oe 
— tru fCuss EB, - (5.2.37) 


Therefore we define 


a ee (5.2.38) 


= 
> 
oO 
oe 
oO 
lo 
IS 
II| 
2 


ee af in the gauge N = rs The vector vielbein EF, transforms covari- 


We have already constructed one of the Lorentz connection superfields ®4,7 (as 
noted above, in the gauge NV,” = 6," we need not distinguish curved and flat spinor 
indices). We can construct the remaining connections in the standard way (see subsec. 


i from the anholonomy coefficients C'4,° defined by E, = (E;,E,,E,), where 


ee aoe E,= = 0,8, in our particular Lorentz gauge, and EF, is given in (5.2.38). 


bo? 


Alternatively, we can use C' ae As we saw above, an appropriately trans- 


ya 


forming spin connection ®, a is given by 5 Cw as 


For ®,;) we have a choice: Both 


- -C., ori and — ; [C5 Jy Cs 7 er C; 7 | transform appropriately. In general, any 


linear combination of these can be used as a spin connection. Furthermore 6;°C a is 


Lorentz covariant, and can be added to ® oe see sec. 5.3.a.3. We choose 


ed ee oA) AI, a 
®.5 al C sas + 6g Cra LG (5.2.39a) 
We already had 
j—_le Bi) 
2 = Coté . (5.2.39b) 


We also have corresponding expressions for the complex conjugates ®,3', ®;,". 


The vector connection is defined by: 


a6” = — [EyBag’ + By gD,” + EyBag? + Byq° B5p” + Bag? Bag] - (5.2.40) 
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as follows from V,. = — i{V,,Vq}- 


a.4. Covariant actions 


In supergravity Lagrangians cannot be invariant because all our quantities, includ- 
ing scalars, transform under A transformations. At best a Lagrangian can transform as 


a total derivative: 


6E=—(-)@Dy(A" I) . (5.2.41) 
This can be rewritten as 
SIL=iLA =i[A, DI) +i(1-A)L , (5.2.42) 
where 
A =iA"D y = i(—)™[D yA” + (Dy A™)] (5.2.43) 


Equation (5.2.42) is the transformation law for a density. It is easy to check that a 


scalar times a density is also a density. 


By analogy with gravity, we take the vielbein superdeterminant E = sdet E,™ asa 


candidate for a density. Indeed, from (3.7.17) 
6b So (=)" be) oF "|, (5.2.44) 
where, from (5.2.21) 
6B 4M = i(AE 4“) + (E,A“) + wy? Ep” . (5.2.45) 
(However the Lorentz rotation terms trivially drop out of (5.2.44).) Consequently, 


$B = —i(-) BE) ANB] — (-)! ED y AM) 


= i[A, B'] — (-) (Dy A") E* 


~— 


oa ae (5.2.46) 


Therefore, invariant actions can be constructed as integrals of products of E~' and 
scalar quantities of the appropriate dimension (£ itself is dimensionless): 


6(E7'IL) =i(E"'IL)A. 
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For supergravity we want to have the usual Einstein term in the component action; 


hence we require 


Sq — a [as d*0 E™ ILsq = a [as OL cesses : (5.2.47) 


This implies that IZsg is a dimensionless scalar. In general, the only dimensionless 


scalars in the theory are constants, so we must take (however, see below) 
Ssa~ 5 i d'z ‘9 E7 (5.2.48) 


as the locally supersymmetric invariant action for Poincaré supergravity. 


The vielbein superdeterminant can be worked out in a straightforward manner 
using (3.7.15). We find 


E = sdet(E 4" = sdet[E .“)] = WW? sdet[E 4.“ (H)| . (5.2.49) 


However, variation of the action with the field UV considered as an independent variable 
leads to a singular field equation: (VE)~' = 0. This is not surprising: WY was introduced 
as a device to simplify the construction of the covariant derivatives, and it should be 


related to the fundamental prepotential H™. 


b. Poincaré 


We now consider specific forms for the compensator WV in terms of H. As we dis- 
cussed earlier, the A-gauge group includes superconformal transformations: Thus, the 
covariant derivatives we have constructed are appropriate for describing a superconfor- 
mally invariant theory. The superconformal action is the nonlinear version of (5.2.6). It 
is a functional of H™” only; V drops out completely. To describe Poincaré supergravity, 


we will have to break the extra invariance, i.e., the component superscale invariance. 


To find an appropriate expression for V we recall that it transforms as a (nonco- 


variant) density (5.2.25,26) 
SU =[iA,W]-dV . (5.2.50) 


The only other dimensionless object that transforms as a density with respect to A and 
not A is E(W, H) (see (5.2.46)). We therefore express Y in terms of H™ (implicitly) by 


writing 


256 5. CLASSICAL N=1 SUPERGRAVITY 


SE (5.2.51) 


(This particular parametrization will prove convenient when writing the explicit action 
(5.2.65).) However, this relation is not preserved by the full A-group: If we transform 
both sides of (5.2.51), using (5.2.46,50) we find the restriction 


—4nD=—(n+1)(1-iA) , (5.2.52) 


or, more explicitly, 
(3n + 1)D, A" = (n +.1)(@,A"— DA"). (5.2.53) 


This is an acceptable restriction on the gauge group: We can show that it corre- 
sponds to reducing the component local superconformal group to the super-Poincaré 
group. We note that when n = -5 (5.2.53) sets the chiral quantity 0,,A% — D,A" to 
zero: i.e., using (5.2.14) the restriction can be written as 

1 Ls m T). Ls 
ae DAY —O,A" = D?D,Ik =0 . (5.2.54) 


On the other hand, for n 4 — 7 the condition restricts A": (5.2.53,54) imply 


nZé— * Dai=o0 . (5.2.55) 


We analyze the case n = -5 first. Since A” is unrestricted, we can still use it to 
gauge away H Hi we then need only reconsider our discussion of the Wess-Zumino gauge 
for H™ subject to the restriction (5.2.54). This restriction implies the following relations 
among the components of L,, in (5.2.9): 


936 71 
g=10,€" , Na = — 10D" : 


Cin 0) x (5.2.56) 


Thus the local superconformal transformations are reduced to those of local 
super-Poincaré: ¢ and 7, have been removed as independent parameters. Further, a dif- 
ferential constraint has been imposed on one of the parameters, the L* that we used to 
gauge away extra components of H™: B= A he can no longer be eliminated. Conse- 


quently (cf. the discussion following (5.2.10)), we find that the minimal set of component 
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fields describing N = 1 Poincaré supergravity are the vierbein (the nonlinear extension 
of hq), the gravitino w,,, an axial vector field A,, and in addition the complex scalar 
field B (which could be gauged away in the superconformal case). 


1 . . 
For n 4 — 37 we cannot use A“ to gauge away all of H”. We can gauge away parts 


of it by using up all the components of D,M! and hence, because of the constraint 
(5.2.52), those of DID I Again the local superconformal group has been reduced to 


the super-Poincaré group: o and 7, no longer enter as independent parameters. We will 


discuss the component content of n 4 — : supergravity later. 


For n = 0, (5.2.51) implies that E = 1 and hence that the action (5.2.48) vanishes. 
It is clear from (5.2.53) that for n =0 the parameter A™ satisfies (—)"DyA™“ =0 . 
This is precisely the condition that the supercoordinate transformation parametrized by 
A are “supervolume preserving”. However, the n = 0 case is unique because it contains 
a (constrained) dimensionless scalar V (an abelian gauge prepotential) which can be 
used to construct an action. Furthermore, the constraint (5.2.51) is invariant under an 
arbitrary local phase rotation of UV: UW! =e“, K, = Ks =e "K,e". This invariance 
can be used to choose a gauge where V=W. Another consequence of (5.2.51), 
E = E =1, is that we have imposed a partial gauge condition on H: The hermiticity 
condition that FE! satisfies (see (5.2.60) below) implies that (1- ee) =. ies 
1-H =0. This is achieved by choosing the gauge where H® = ~iD;H™ instead of 
zero, so that H = D,H“D. + DH D., where the D and D preceding H act on all 
objects to the right. The case of n = 0 will be discussed in more detail in the following 
sections. 

To find the explicit expression for VW in terms of H, we use (5.2.49) and (5.2.51) 


and write 
wn = oe Ayn eH = oH pnt oH ; (5.2.57) 


(For simplicity we have assumed that n is real; the generalization to complex n is 
straightforward but not interesting). Therefore, we must compute #. Although this 


could be done by brute force, a more elegant procedure is possible: 


In (5.2.28) we defined 
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Dame On aa (5.2.58) 


a 


where FE, is the hermitian conjugate of E;. The right-hand side can be interpreted as a 
coordinate transformation with imaginary parameter iH™ instead of iA“. By hermitian 
conjugation E; is the coordinate transform of EL; (the hermitian conjugate of E,). 
Therefore, any covariant constructed from FE, and EF, can be obtained by a complex 
coordinate transformation from the corresponding object constructed out of # and £,. 


This is the case for E,, and also for the vielbein superdeterminant. 


The full nonlinear transformation of the superdeterminant follows from (5.2.46): 


(Eo)! _ E~'e'A 


= (eM Be )(1- eA) (5.2.59) 


By the same method used to derive this result from E’, =e'E ,e~“, from 


By=e' Eye 4 (5.2.60a) 
we have 
B= Bo ¢# (5.2.60b) 
and hence 
Be pS ee), (5.2.60c) 


Substituting (5.2.60) into (5.2.57) we find 

we? = Biwes* ert (5.2.61) 
or, using the original constraint (5.2.51), 

GP wir. e Ay (5.2.62) 
Finally, substituting (5.2.62) and (5.2.51) into (5.2.49) we find 


(n+1)? 


yn = Wey : eH) mn pr (5.2.63) 


or 


Walla) seb oi > « (5.2.64) 
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Thus we have solved for V in terms of H. Using these results, we can rewrite the n 4 0 


supergravity action (5.2.48) in terms of the unconstrained superfield H™: 
1 : 2 ie = nt+1 
Ssg=—] dad O(E"(1-e 7) 2]. 5.2.65 
so= oy f d's ato [1-7] (5.2.68) 
(The factor Z gives the appropriate normalization for the physical component actions 
n 


and for the supersymmetric-gauge propagators: E” = (1+A)"~1+nA; see, eg., 
(7.2.26).) This action is invariant under the group of A transformations restricted by 
(5.2.53). 


c. Density compensators 


For many purposes, e.g., quantization, it is awkward to work with the con- 
strained gauge group. As described in sec 3.10 we can enlarge the invariance group of a 
theory by introducing compensating fields. In this case, the constraint (5.2.53) was 
introduced by the relation (5.2.51), which is not covariant under the full gauge group. 


We choose our compensators to restore the covariance of (5.2.51) under the full A group. 


For the n = — : case a suitable compensating field is a chiral density @ that trans- 


forms as 
66 =[iA, A] + 5 (DM —A,A")G , Dio=0 . (5.2.66) 
(The factor . gives @ the same weight as a density matter multiplet: see below.) From 
(5.2.46,50,66), it follows that the covariant version of (5.2.51) is: 
=@Ei . (5.2.67) 
Eq. (5.2.66) can be rewritten as 
(¢*)'=(@)e** | Ay =AMI_ + AMD, (5.2.68) 


The chiral parameter (1 - iA ch) = ~ OA" + D,A“ can be used to scale @ arbitrarily: In 
particular, if we choose the gauge ¢=1, from (5.2.67,68) we recover the constraints 


(5.2.51,54), respectively. 


In the n 4 -5 case, the constrained object is the linear superfield expression (cf. 
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n+1 
38n+1 


superfield Y, D°?Y = 0. We determine its transformation properties by requiring that its 


(5.2.53,54)) D,AMt + ( )D’D,,L". Hence, a suitable compensator is a complex linear 


variation is linear and that Y can be scaled to 1. (It should be recalled from the discus- 


sion in sec. 4 that a complex linear superfield can always be expressed in terms of an 
unconstrained spinor superfield: Y = D ,o! (4.5.4).) Since the product of a chiral and a 
linear superfield is linear, we can always have a term (D,,A“ — 0,,A7)Y in 6Y. To scale 
YT to 1, we need a term (DM")Y, but since the product of two linear superfields is not 
linear, such a term must come from the combination (D;A")Y — MWD .¥ = D,(A"Y). 


This leads uniquely to 


__ FAL n+1 jem m 
6Y = [iA, YT) + (DzA*)T + Ceca 7) (Du On, (5.2.69) 
and 
ee eee (5.2.70) 
As in the minimal n = — ; case, choosing the gauge Y = 1 leads back to the constraints 


e 


(5.2.53,51). We observe that for n = 0, (5.2.70) implies Y = Y(1-e7”). (We can define 


3n+3 
a linear compensator YT’ = @ *1Y in terms of both YT and ¢; this enlarges the gauge 
group by a chiral scale transformation, and results in n-independent transformation laws 


for both ¢ and Y’). 
We can repeat the computations of eqs. (5.2.57-64) including the compensators; we 


find 


3n+1 nt+1 ) 


‘i 7 = . UV ecame een = = ) [(1 I eo H ntl BG 


S< : , Wad S(1-e FBG. (5.2.71) 


The n 4 0 supergravity action (5.2.48,65) takes the form 


n=— $s SsolH 0) =~ f d'ed'o B40 e366 (5.2.72) 
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These are invariant under the full A gauge group; after 6-integration, they become the 
usual Poincaré supergravity component action for the graviton, gravitino, and auxiliary 


fields. The n = 0 case will be discussed later. 


d. Gauge choices 


The component field content of the actions (5.2.72) is manifest in a Wess-Zumino 
gauge where the A transformations have been used to remove algebraically the gauge 
components of the superfields. Since the A group is now unconstrained, we can choose 
the gauge H" = 0 and H™ with only h,w,A as described following (5.2.10). There we 
found that the remaining gauge freedom is parametrized by the w, Im&, €,, Rea +1 Imo, 
and 7, components of L,; these correspond to Lorentz, coordinate, local supersymmetry, 


scale + ichiral, and S-supersymmetry transformations respectively. 


For n = — 7 we define the (linearized) components of @ by 
=|) 5, WH Del 4 SH SAP Hp" ||, (5.2.73) 


Under the gauge transformations that remain in the Wess-Zumino gauge (we need the 


1 C4gf4 in (5.2.10), 


compensating transformations (5.2.18) and in addition L' mes 


these components transform as 


ae . (o+id%,) 


Oe A Qa . Lage 


s) 


Ole a (5.2.74) 


In writing these transformation laws we have linearized the full infinitesimal transforma- 
tion of (5.2.66) and kept only those terms independent of H* and ¢. (This is analogous 
to the approximation given in (5.2.7) as compared to the full infinitesimal transforma- 
tion given in (5.2.17).) The scale and axial transformations parametrized by o can be 
used to scale u to 1, and the S-supersymmetry transformation can be used to gauge u“ 
away. Thus we see that ¢@ acts as a compensator for the constrained part of the A 
group, i.e., w and u“ are compensators for the component superscale transformations 


(scale, chiral U(1), and S-supersymmetry). Setting u—1=u°=0 restores the 
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constraint and leaves only the component super-Poincaré transformations. The remain- 
ing fields S,5 along with h, ~, and A from H® are the component fields of minimal 


supergravity. 


Within the framework of the n = -5 theory, the choice of compensator is not 


unique. Any superfield that contains only superspin 0 (components u and u,) can be 
used as a compensator. In global supersymmetry we found a number of such multiplets: 
the variant representations of sec. 4.5.d. Thus we can replace ¢* — 1 in (5.2.66-72) by 
the chiral field strengths II = D?V of (4.5.56) or IlT= D?D°W, of (4.5.66). The new 
components u,u,, of the new multiplets are completely equivalent to the corresponding 
components of ¢. On the other hand the S component is changed. We thus have two 
cases in addition to § = D’¢|=S+iP 


2) S$ =D) = D?D2v| =+{D?, D2V| + +[D?, Dv 
2 2 


=5{D?, DP}V| + ia [D,,DJV|=S+ioP, , (5.2.75) 


or 
(3) S=D?D?D°v,| =—id°D?D;¥,| = 09S, + 108P, . (5.2.75b) 


In case (2) the auxiliary fields are the real scalar S and the divergence of the axial vector 
P, (instead of the pseudoscalar P). Also in case (2) we can make the replacement 
V=iV'. The effect of this at the component level is that S takes the form 
S=0%S,+iP. The auxiliary fields are the divergence of a vector S, and the pseu- 


doscalar P. In case (3), both auxiliary fields are divergences. 


For n=— - before we introduced compensators, the restricted gauge group 
(5.2.54) could be used to eliminate all but the h,w,A and S components of H”, where 
S =0,,D°H™| (cf. the discussion after (5.2.56)). In the presence of the compensators, 
the full gauge group was used to gauge away S from H™; S appeared in the compen- 
sator instead. However, only in case (3) above is S (in the compensator) a divergence; 
therefore this is the only case in which the theory with the compensator is completely 


equivalent to the theory without the compensator. 


For n #4 — : ,0, we can also go to the Wess-Zumino gauge and find the components 
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of the nonminimal theory. We define the (linearized) components of Y: 
C=C). GPS Det) 4. Sper 


4n+1 


A= Der - (+ 


The transformations analogous to (5.2.74) are 


Sse n+1 = m 
du=—-—o (ple 106") : 
éur =H” , 

__ n+1 m 72 
5 = i(5 5) 0 die. § 


a pAad> nti 1 age 
dA° = —i0 Eg + is )0 gh ; 


)D°Y| , Ve=D°D*Y| , = D?D*Y). 
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(5.2.76) 


(5.2.77) 


As before we can scale u to 1 and gauge u, to zero. The remaining components 


x, V*,A° are the additional auxiliary fields of nonminimal supergravity. 


Once again we note that the case n = 0 is different; the transformation du is inde- 


pendent of Imo (the axial rotations) so that this gauge invariance survives in the Wess- 


Zumino gauge for A. Since T = T(1 eH ), we have S = y* = \* =0 and Vi= 0,7, 


where T'! is a real antisymmetric tensor gauge field. 


e. Summary 


We summarize here some of the quantities that we have constructed so far: 


aR T) nm —H A M . 
E,=D; 5 Ey, = e Dé 5 H=H iD y 5 


B,=WE, , £,=VE, , Uae "Ge" 


m 


(5.2.78a) 
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E,=N,'E, ’ ESN AE ) 
= uf B lA vbr 1A Y) 7 
Bee Naa Corr ga 5 hap Ey, +1 cd Ey) , 
Nigt=NYN ge  ,  det(NA)=1. (5.2.78b) 


The factor N,” is equal to 6,” in a suitable Lorentz frame. The superscale compensator 


W takes the form 


n#—=,0: wv =([Y" yet CPi -e Hyn+1 fon) FZ (5.2.78c) 


The tilde quantities are chiral representation hermitian conjugates defined by analogy 


with the way W is defined from VW. The Lorentz connection superfields ® ia and & as? 
take simple forms when expressed as functions of the anholonomy coefficients defined by 


[E4,Ep}=Cy4poEc. They are given by 


3 d 
ee = baC g) a" | 


®, 4" ie iL B®, 3” + E42, 3" = Cag P59 _ Cue Oe, 


+ Oy 4°Os 5) + Oy,°By 57], (5.2.78d) 
and ©. ; Pe ae ® ; are obtained by chiral-representation complex conjugation (i.e., 


the tilde operation). 


f. Torsions and curvatures 


From the covariant derivatives V4, = E4 + ®,(M) we define torsions and curva- 


tures 


[Va,Ve}=Tap° Vot+ Rap(M) . (5.2.79) 
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Using the explicit form, we find that the torsions and curvatures identically satisfy the 


following constraints: 


c 1 c 
we ue = Rig a5 = T os = ee =) (5.2.80a) 


We also find further constraints whose form depends on the value of n. These are 


1 c 
ras Tap =0 , 
¢ —=,0: Pao N54 Tast 
n 370: ge 5.08 Car teed 3 
n i n-1l AeyA 


where R=1 hee and 7, = Tage We refer to these as conformal breaking con- 
straints. In a treatment that does not use compensators, these constraints have to be 
imposed directly, to break conformal supergravity down to Poincaré supergravity. In the 
compensator approach they arise naturally when a gauge choice is made to break the 
conformal invariance; see sec. 5.3.b.6,7. 


Another way to express the constraints on the torsions and curvatures is to write 


the graded commutator of the covariant derivatives. For the minimal theory (n = — -) 


we find 
{V.,Ve} = —2RM a, ’ 
1 Wee ,V eh} — iV 3 5 

[Va Vs] ae iCgal RV ; — GV, 


+ iCal WM jy — (VG, 3)M°] — (VR) Mog , 


[Va 5 Vi = {[C4;Was? + Cap(VaG" 5) = C 43(Vak)b3"|V, + t1CapG” 5V ° 


ya 
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+ [Cys(VoW go,’ + (VR + 2RR)C, 55,’ ) 
= Cas(VaV'G_5) |My} thc. , (5.2.81) 
where W,3,, G,, and R are independent Lorentz irreducible field strengths defined by 


these equations. 


For nonminimal theories (n #4 — —,0) the graded commutators take the forms 


1 
3 


1 — 
{Va,Va} — 5 FeV) = 2RM ag 5 


{Var Vi} =i, 5 
[Va Vil =5T5V, 5 — Cog B+ [VT |V; 
+ i[CasG7 5 — 5 Caa((V7 + 5T)T;) + 5 (VT 9)5.71V, 
i[Ca(V'G,,)M,° + (VW; — T;)R)Mag] 
+ iCal W 50M +i WM) , (5.2.82) 
where W,3,, Ga, and T’, are the independent tensors. In these equations, R and W, are 


defined in terms of T.,. The quantity R was defined in (5.2.80b) and W, is given by 


W.=i[5WV, +57) + BIT (5.2.83) 


The expression for the commutator of two vectorial covariant derivatives in the nonmini- 


mal theory can be calculated from the Bianchi identity; 


[Va ’ {V 5 ; V;}]= = {V;, [Va ’ Va } = {V5 ’ [Var Val } : (5.2.84) 
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5.3. Covariant approach to supergravity 


a. Choice of constraints 


In the previous section we showed how to start with unconstrained prepotentials 
and construct out of them a covariant superfield formulation of supergravity. Here we 
do the reverse: Starting with a manifestly covariant but highly reducible representation 
of supersymmetry, we impose constraints on the geometry and solve them in terms of 
the prepotentials. Prepotentials are essential for superfield quantization, whereas mani- 
festly covariant formulations make coupling to matter straightforward and allow us to 


develop an efficient and powerful background field method for the quantum theory. 


a.1. Compensators 


As discussed in sec. 3.10, it is often useful to introduce (additional) local symme- 
tries realized through compensators. As discussed in sec. 5.1, in gravitational theories 
there are two types of compensators: (1) density compensators, which transform nonco- 
variantly under the full local symmetry group, and thus appear in covariant quantities 
only in combination with other fields; (2) tensor compensators, which transform covari- 
antly, and thus allow the realization of symmetries that may not be invariances of the 
entire theory. Density compensators allow the linear realization of symmetries that 
would otherwise be realized nonlinearly (as, for example, in nonlinear 0 models, or 
Lorentz invariance in gravity with spinors). When such symmetries are global symme- 
tries of some theory (at least on-shell), the (super) spacetime derivative of the density 
compensator can appear as a gauge connection. (If some field transforms as do = A then 


it is easy to construct a connection as Oo since dda = OA.) 


On the other hand, if the symmetries one wants to realize linearly and locally are 
not even global symmetries of the entire theory, it is necessary to introduce tensor com- 
pensators to “cancel” arbitrary gauge transformations of this type in terms that are not 
invariant. This phenomenon was illustrated in sec. 3.10.b in the discussion of the CP(1) 
model, and in (5.1.35), where the compensator ¢ permits a generalization of the Ein- 
stein-Hilbert action to an action with an additional local scale invariance. (This does 
not imply any new physics. The gauge invariance with respect to scale transformations 


must be fixed just as any gauge invariance and the most convenient choice is ¢ = 1.) 
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In gravitational theories, some symmetries need both types of compensators. This 
is because the symmetries are realized twice. For example, in ordinary gravity, the den- 
sity compensator e~' transforms as de! = — 0,,\” — 4¢, where O,,A" represents the local 
scale transformation part of the general coordinate transformation parametrized by A” , 


is thus a gauge 


and ¢ is an independent local tangent space parameter. The quantity e~ 
field for scale transformations in A™, but also a compensator for the transformations 
parametrized by ¢. It allows the full A” invariance to be realized linearly; it also allows 
local scale transformations to be realized linearly via ¢. However, most gravitational 
theories are not locally (tangent space) scale invariant: Thus, if we still want to represent 
local scale transformations, we must introduce a tensor compensator ¢@ , 6d = ¢ , to can- 
cel the ¢ transformation of noninvariant terms in an action. To summarize: (1) e7' is a 
density compensator for local scale transformations, allowing them to be realized linearly 
in locally scale-invariant theories; while (2) ¢ is a tensor compensator for local scale 
transformations, allowing them to be realized linearly (when e~' is also present) in non- 
invariant theories. Note that e~' transforms under both 0,,’\" and ¢ , whereas ¢ trans- 
forms only under ¢ (in the linearized transformation). There is also the combination 
e '¢' , transforming only under On, A™ as a O,,A”, which is useful in construct- 
ing invariant actions. It should be noted that e~'¢' is, in a sense, a “field strength” for 
the ¢ gauge transformations. Another such “field strength” is the integrand of the 


expression in (5.1.35). 


We find a similar situation in supergravity. There we introduce not only local 
(real) scale invariance, but also local (chiral) U(1) invariance (as a generalization of the 
global R-invariance of pure supergravity) to simplify the analysis of constraints and 
Bianchi identities as much as possible, and we include its generator in the covariant 
derivatives. (In extended supergravity, the corresponding extra invariance is U(N): i.e., 
the largest internal symmetry of the on-shell theory. See secs. 3.2 and 3.12.) In the pre- 
sent application, the result of such an approach is that the torsions and curvatures con- 
tain fewer tensors than they would without the enlarged tangent space. (The missing 
tensors reappear as field strengths of a tensor compensator.) These latter tensors are 
generally the tensors of lowest dimension, so their elimination from the torsions and cur- 
vatures allows great simplification in the analysis of the Bianchi identities, as discussed 


below (sec. 5.4), and simplifies our analysis of constraints. 
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Since neither U(1) (R-invariance) nor scale invariance is a symmetry of general 
theories of supergravity + matter, we introduce a complex scalar tensor compensator to 
compensate for both (except for n = 0, where R-invariance is maintained, so the com- 
pensator is real). In analogy to gravity, there is also a complex scalar density compen- 
sator for these transformations: It is the density V of the previous section, now uncon- 
strained, which will appear when solving the constraints. The quantity VU is the direct 
analog of e' of gravity, and the tensor compensator is the analog of gravity’s component 
field compensator ¢. We will furthermore find a special significance for the analog of 
gravity’s combination e~'¢*: It is the superspace density compensator ¢ or Y, which sat- 
isfies a simple (noncovariant) constraint. The tensor compensator satisfies the direct 
covariantization of this constraint. The analog of gravity’s \” is A”, and that of ¢ is 
the scale parameter L and U(1) parameter K;. A feature of supergravity not appearing 
in gravity is that of a global symmetry, namely U(1), with both density and tensor com- 
pensators, whose density compensator (W) is used to construct a U(1)-gauge connection 
that trivially gauges the symmetry in superspace (as in nonlinear 0 models). (However, 
as in gravity, it is not useful to introduce gauge connections for scale transformations, 
since global scale transformations, unlike R-symmetry, are not an unbroken invariance of 


the classical theory (even without matter)). 


After completing our analysis of the U(1)-covariant derivatives and tensor compen- 
sators, we will obtain the (n 40) U(1)-noncovariant derivatives of the previous section, 
which are more convenient for some applications. This is achieved by first gauging the 
tensor compensator to 1, which expresses V in terms of H and @ or Y, and then by 


dropping the U(1) connection, should it not disappear automatically. 


We begin with the covariant derivatives (cf. (5.2.20)) 


Va = E,4+0,4(M)—-—iT yy 5 


[Va, Vea} = Tap’ Vot Rap(M)—iF ypY , (5.3.1) 


where Y=Y' is the U(1) generator, whose tangent space action can be summarized by 


Ive Vals 5w(A)Va, or explicitly: 


(VY, Val=—5Vos Val =5Va, Va) =0. (5.3.2) 
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The covariant derivatives transform as 


Vy =eXVye™ , K = K™iDy t+ (K 21M + KyPiM gt KsY. (5.3.3) 


a.2. Conformal supergravity constraints 


The covariant derivatives define a realization of local supersymmetry. However, it 
is highly reducible and contains much more than the supergravity multiplet. Therefore, 
by analogy with Yang-Mills, we impose covariant constraints on these derivatives to 
eliminate unwanted representations. The supergravity constraints can be expressed in 


the simple form 


Vag =: ee ever ’ (5.3.4a) 
Tog’ = Tog =T gg =0 ; (5.3.4b) 
{Vos VatxX =0 when Vex=0 ; (5.3.4c) 


(and their hermitian conjugates) or, in terms of the field strengths, 


c . “7 4 ) 

O agp ne PD = 
Top — Lis — Pe aa 0) ’ (5.3.5b) 
Pog? = Tag! =0. (5.3.5c) 


We have divided the constraints into three categories: (a) conventional constraints 
that determine the vector Lorentz component of the covariant derivative, V,, in terms of 
the spinor components V,, V4; (b) conventional constraints that determine the spinor 
connections ®, and [, (and their hermitian conjugates) in terms of the spinor vielbein 
E.; and (c) representation-preserving constraints that are needed for consistency with 
the definition of chiral superfields in curved superspace. As for super-Yang-Mills and 
ordinary gravity, conventional constraints can be interpreted as either setting certain 
field strengths to zero, or as eliminating them from the theory by field redefinitions. 
The first set of conventional constraints is of the same form as for super- Yang-Mills the- 


ory, while the second is analogous to the constraints of ordinary gravity. The 
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representation-preserving constraints are also of the same form as for super-Yang-Mills 
theory. Although we have only required the existence of chiral scalars (i.e., scalar multi- 
plets), this set of constraints is also sufficient to allow the existence of chiral undotted 
spinors (for example, the field strengths of super-Yang-Mills), with arbitrary U(1) 
charge. (The second type of constraint already determines the spinorial Lorentz and 


U(1) connections. ) 


The constraints actually have a larger invariance group than that implied by 
(5.3.3): in addition to being invariant under the transformations generated by (5.3.3), 
they are invariant under local superscale transformations. In the compensator approach, 
we use constraints that determine only the conformal part of the Poincaré supergravity 
multiplet. The rest of the multiplet (the superscale part) is contained in the compen- 
sator itself, and therefore the particular form of the Poincaré supergravity multiplet 


depends on the choice of compensator multiplet. 


To discover the explicit form of the additional invariance, we first note that the 
infinitesimal variation of the spinorial vielbein under scale transformations must be of 


the form 


6,E,==LE, (5.3.6) 


1 
Z 
where L is a real unconstrained superfield which parametrizes the scale transformation 
(see (5.3.4c)). Next, to find the superscale variation of V4, we use (5.3.6), vary ®(/), 
lr, and E, arbitrarily, and demand that (5.3.5) is satisfied. This determines the remain- 


ing variations. The results can be summarized as 


= 5 Va LOT)! EBV DY (5.3.7a) 
64Voe = LVag — 2i(Val) Va — 2i(Val) Ve 


~ 25(VaV,L)M,8 — i2(V VL) 4? + 3i((Va, ValbY , (5.3.7b) 
and consequently 


EY SaorE (5.3.8) 
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The gauge symmetries of the theory, (5.3.3,7), and the constraints (5.3.4) are suff- 
cient to reduce the covariant derivatives so that they describe an irreducible multiplet: 
conformal supergravity. 'To see this, we study the scaling properties of the remaining 
field strengths. These are not all independent; Using the Bianchi identities, as we show 
in sec. 5.4, all nontrivial field strengths can be expressed in terms of three tensors R, G,, 
and W 
These objects can be defined by 


oy. For convenience, we also introduce the (dependent) U(1) field strength W,. 


ee a 


pene , 
W apy Pp oR (ad,37) ~ pla Bay) > 


Wa = 5 iF Mog - (5.3.9) 


From (5.3.2,7) we have the U(1) and superscale transformations of V, (and hence Vz by 
hermitian conjugation), and V, . We can then determine the transformations of these 


field strengths by evaluating commutators. The result is: 
[YY kFIHR , 6,R=LR—-2V'L ; 


[Y ,G,|=0 , 6,6, = 6G, = 2|Vé, Voll 3 


1 3 
[Y ’ W apr] = 9 W apy ’ 6, W aay = 9 LW apy } 


Y Wal = ZW as We =S LW, + Gi(V? + R)VoL (5.3.10) 


wl] w 


Thus the superscale and U(1) transformations can be used to gauge away parts of these 


tensors, leaving only the field W,,, of conformal supergravity. At the linearized level, 


apy 


this contains the pure superspin . projection of H™ discussed in sec. 5.2.a.1. 
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a.3. Contortion 


There is nothing unique about the set of conventional constraints we use. Any set 
that allows us to express the vector derivative and spinor connections in terms of the 
spinor vielbeins E,,,£; is equally suitable. For example, we could use T,»< = 0 instead 
of Rg a = 0 to determine ®,,°. This would give a 6',,“ whose corresponding V‘, is an 
equally good covariant derivative. The difference ® — ®’ is a tensor (the contortion ten- 
sor). Adding contortions to connections does not change the physics and simply 
amounts to a redefinition of minimal coupling. Indeed, for most familiar models the con- 
nections do not enter at all: For the scalar multiplet the Lagrangian 77 and the chirality 
constraint Vzn=0 are independent of the connection. The field strengths of super- 


Yang-Mills theory are 


F ap = Vial'p) + Tala) — Tan To 


= Eyuls) + Tula) — Cas Te (Sd.11) 


and are also independent of the supergravity connections. Finally, the supergravity 


Lagrangian (for n 4 0) is E~', also independent of the connections. 


Furthermore, any other set of constraints that determines FE, is correct: We can 


always redefine BE,” by writing 
BMS EY 9b + 97k , (5.3.12) 


where g,’ is a covariant object constructed out of the field strengths of V4. Therefore, 
in superspace, in addition to the contortion tensor for the Lorentz connection, we have a 
contortion that changes Bi . However, this does not affect the physics as, once again, it 


amounts simply to a redefinition of minimal coupling. 


There is another ambiguity in the choice of constraints, which, however, leads to 
no modification of the theory at all: Since the Bianchi identities relate various field 
strengths, there are many ways to express any particular constraint. For example, since 
all curvatures and U(1) field strengths can be expressed in terms of torsions (see sec. 
5.4), any constraint on a curvature or U(1) field strength can be expressed in terms of 


torsions. Which form is chosen is purely a matter of convenience. 
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a.4. Poincaré supergravity constraints 


The superspin superconformal multiplet with field strength W,,, is not sufficient 


ay 
to describe off-shell Poincaré supergravity. We must include lower superspin superfields 
to obtain a consistent action. We can do this in two ways: By introducing extra confor- 
mal representations as compensators, or by directly restricting the gauge group so that 
some lower superspin conformal representations contained in H™ cannot be gauged 
away. Such restrictions on the gauge group are introduced by imposing constraints that 
are not invariant under the full group. These constraints appear naturally when we use 


the full superconformal transformations to gauge the compensators away and require 


that the remaining transformations preserve the resulting superconformal gauge. 


There are three types of tensor compensators that can be coupled to conformal 
supergravity and can be used to reduce it to Poincaré supergravity. The possible com- 
pensators are restricted by the requirement that they must have dimensionless scalar 
field strengths to compensate for L of (5.3.6,7,8,10). (Thus, the compensator field 
strength X has the usual linearized compensator transformation 6X = L. X| is then a 
scalar with action (5.1.35). The remaining type of conformal matter multiplet, the vec- 
tor multiplet, cannot be used as a compensator because its only scalar field strength 
V°W, has the wrong dimension and its prepotential is inert under superscale transfor- 


mations.) They are parametrized by the complex number n: (1) the scalar multiplet ® 


(n= — 5) (2) the nonminimal scalar multiplet © (any n except 0 or — 3): and (3) the 


tensor multiplet G (n = 0). These multiplets can be defined by constraints and can be 


expressed explicitly in terms of unconstrained superfields (prepotentials): 


V,b=0, @=(V7+R)E ; (5.3.13a) 
(V24+R)N=0, v=VE; ; (5.3.13b) 
(W+RG=0, G=G= Vv (W+R)E the. ; (5.3.13¢) 


where R is a field strength (see (5.3.9) and sec. 5.4) and V?+ R gives a chiral superfield 
when acting on a superfield without dotted spinor indices (see below). The U(1) and 


superscale transformations for which they compensate are 
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1 


[YY ®) = 5 , b= 10 ; (5.3.14a) 
3 |e ee Se oe (5.3.14b 
ped) = ae ay, od Oe ; .3.14b) 
[Y,G)=0, 6,G=2LG. (5.3.14c) 


In sec. 5.3.b.7 we will break the superconformal symmetry by fixing the compensators. 
In the resulting super-Poincaré theory (5.3.13) become additional, conformal breaking 


constraints on the covariant derivatives (i.e., on the torsions and curvatures). 


The scale weight of ® is arbitrary (since we could replace ® by 6” and still satisfy 
(5.3.13a)). However, the ratio of the U(1) charge to the scale weight for a chiral super- 
field is fixed. This can be seen by a simple argument. Consider an arbitrary chiral 
superfield x, Vzx =0. We write its scale transformation in terms of the dilatational 
generator d (see (3.3.34)): 6;x = L|d,x]. If we perform a scale variation of the defining 


condition for a chiral field, and use (5.3.7a), we find: 


0 = (6,Va)x + Va(dzx) 
= —3(V;L)[Y,xv] + Vae(L[d,x]) 


= (V,zL)[-3Y +d, x], (5.3.15a) 


and hence 


0=[-3Y +d,y). (5.3.15b) 


Thus the U(1) charge and the dilatational charge always satisfy the rule d — 3Y =0 for 
chiral superfields. This is seen for W,,,, W,, and R in (5.3.10) and for ® in (5.3.14a). 
(Actually for R this is only clear if the transformation law is written in the form 
6,R =3LR—2(V?+R)L.) The relation of the chiral charge to the dilatation charge for 
chiral superfields in N = 1 supersymmetry is a special case of the general relation noted 
in sec. 3.5. 

In precisely the same manner, starting from the defining condition (5.3.13b,c) for a 
linear superfield, we can show that the condition d —3Y =2 must be satisfied for all lin- 
ear superfields. This is seen for © and G in (5.3.14b,c). In the case of © in (5.3.14b) we 


have chosen a convenient parametrization for its scale weight. The tensor multiplet is 
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neutral because its field strength is real (Y = 0), and thus the n = 0 theory (with the G 


compensator) retains its local U(1) invariance after superscale invariance is broken. 


The relation of the dilatational charge and the chiral U(1) charge for chiral and 
linear superfields implies that combined ZL and K, transformations on arbitrary chiral 


and linear superfields, x and = respectively, take the forms 


Ox = Ld, x| om iKs|Y , x] ’ 
=d(L+izKs)x , (5.3.16a) 
b= = Ld, =] + iK;|Y 2), 


= [dL +i5(d'-2)KJE. (5.3.16b) 


The quantities d and d’ are the scale weights of the superfields. 
b. Solution to constraints 


b.1. Conventional constraints 


The first constraint in the form (5.3.4a) is already explicitly solved (as was the 


case for super- Yang-Mills). 


We begin our analysis of the second constraint by extracting from (5.3.1) the 
explicit form of the torsion. In sections 5.1,2 we defined the coefficients of anholonomy 


Cap® by 
[E4, Es} = Cap? Eo (5.3.17) 


They can be expressed explicitly in terms of the E,” and their derivatives. We then 


have 


1 
Paes = Cis + Pian)” —1 5 w(C)P ade)” ; (5.3.18) 


Tap = Cig ’ i 3 = Ce ’ 
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es c ae! q 
Lag ae Pox’ = Cos" 5 
ye x 
La = Cw ’ 


Pog’ = Cag’ + ®agy’ + 5 i8(aT 9 
‘i = Cos + D5 7 5 165T a ’ 
Tas? = Cap? + Das? + 5 155°T a 
Tag? = Cog? + Bag?5g + ® 5755" , 


T ape = Cu” + (®, 5753 + h. Cc. bce a) : (5.3.19) 


as well as the complex conjugates. 


By using these equations the first constraint of (5.3.4b) can be solved directly (not- 


ing that ®4,” is traceless in its last two indices): 
1 ‘Dyes 
Dap: =0 - ® 44 = 3 (Cigity = C 6>)) = 5 Cars!) . (5.3.20) 


However, solving the last two equations of (5.3.4b) for T, and D. y respectively, is less 


straightforward, since C',,° itself depends on them through V,. (On the other hand, 


(5.3.4a) introduces no dependence of V, on ®,3’.) To solve these constraints we intro- 


duce, as in sec. 5.2.a.3, 

By =(B,, Bg, By) = (Bo, Ba, -t{ Eq, Ba}) | (5.3.21) 
We define Cyp° by [E4,Ep}=Cap° Ec. We emphasize that, since E,, is still depen- 
dent on ® | ; and T.,, C4,° is also. In contrast, C4,° is completely determined in terms 


of EF, and FE. We begin by expressing EF, in terms of E, and (the as yet undetermined) 
M, 
C ae 


a 


E,= UE xs Ey} ee (®,5” a 5 i0aT .) Bj ss (®,," = 5 iT.) Eo 
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= 8. —i(® 


Qa 


a? — 516.1.) Bj — (BgQ9 + 5 iP 255) Es (5.3.22) 
where we use (5.3.4a). Then computing the commutator [E,, E)] = Cu Ep we find 


é em - ieee : il awe i 

Cop® = Cog® — Sa (Pa7 — 5 165'T p) + G5," + 5 156° §)C ose - (5.3.23) 
As we will see shortly, the next constraint we impose (eq. (5.3.4c)) will set C,5¢ = 0, and 
therefore the nonlinear term drops out. Consequently, the last two constraints of 


(5.3.4b) (in combined form) 


= By BY j 
Ol hag re Cage ees 
x 3-8 ° 1 Gem ° ° 
= (Cu pg) — Pag’ + 767 T a) + 28,3" (5.3.24) 
give 
os ae eT ’ Dy 7 iC os" . (5.3.25) 


This completes the solution of the conventional constraints (5.3.4a,b). We have now 
determined E',, ®,, and Ty in terms of EF, and £3. Furthermore, from the form of 


(5.3.22) we immediately obtain 
E = sdet E4@ = sdetE,™ . (5.3.26) 


(The last terms in (5.3.22) give no contribution to the superdeterminant. ) 


b.2. Representation preserving constraints 


Having determined all quantities in terms of E,, we have a realization of local 
supersymmetry with 512 ordinary component fields. In the Yang-Mills case, further 
reduction was achieved by imposing representation-preserving constraints: To ensure the 


existence of (anti)chiral scalar superfields (defined by Vx = 0), we required 
{Va, Va}x=0 . (63.27) 

In supergravity (assuming [Y , x] =0 for simplicity), we find (5.3.27) implies 
Pap Vina Ty Vi Ca VRAD RE (5.3.28) 


Therefore, to allow the existence of chiral scalars in supergravity we must enforce the 
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constraints (5.3.5c): 
Tap’ =T yg =0. (5.3.29) 
From (5.3.19), this implies: 
{ Ey, Eg} = Cog ’E, . (5.3.30) 


(Equivalently since V, y= E,X =0 it follows that {£,,£,}%—=0 which immediately 
leads to (5.3.30).) Thus E, = E,“ Dy is a basis for tangent vectors that lie in a com- 
plex two-dimensional subspace of the full superspace: All operators A° E, generate com- 
plex translations with an algebra that closes. We can also parametrize these translations 
by a basis of derivatives with respect to coordinates (r',7*): E, = A," a where A," is 
an arbitrary matrix or zwezbein. We can always express the coordinates tT" as complex 


0 9) Q 
Ape D,e°, where 


Q=0"iDy £Q is arbitrary. Our full solution of the constraints (5.3.4c) is thus 


supercoordinate transforms of the usual 6-coordinates: 


= Sh SO A Ey 
Hoa Ave De =e A, Dee 


= OM Dip 3 AL HUN 3 (5.3.31) 


where we have split A,” into a complex scale factor V and a Lorentz rotation N,,“ 
(det N=1). This solution is closely analogous to the Yang-Mills solution V, =e "D,e” 
to {V,,V3}=9, except for the introduction of A,”. In fact, the Q of Yang-Mills can be 
interpreted as a complex translation in the group manifold. We now have a description 
of supergravity in terms of 2, UV, and NV”. However, NV," can be gauged away by a 


Lorentz transformation (with parameter K,” ). 


b.3. The A gauge group 


At this point, we can make contact with the previous section: The solution of the 
constraints imposed so far has introduced a new gauge group as an invariance of 


te e° AMD, e°. The vielbein E, remains unchanged under the transformations 


(= eA e® 
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(A,“D,)! = e(A,D, Je . (63.32) 
with 
A=A™iDiy ; [A, D,] = —4(D,A")D, ; (5.3.33) 
provided that 
DA" = DAM — 6, "KR! =0 , KR" arbitrary ; (5.3.34) 
or 
Ria D?Ek , Reh — i DeTP (5.3.35) 


The fact that A” is completely arbitrary implies that the part of the A-gauge group 
parametrized by A” can always be “compensated away” by a redefinition of VN”. Thus 
as in the Yang-Mills theory solving a constraint (F,3 =0) gives rise to a new gauge 


group. The transformation on A," can be rewritten as 


CNED = eA(1 : e = )5N HD eA (5.3.36) 


= 


where the factor (1-e~"™), 5 =A"“D 
(5.2.59)). 


1» 18 the super-Jacobian of the transformation (c.f. 


We still have the real K = K”iD,y coordinate transformations of the theory (see 
(5.3.3)), as well as the tangent space Lorentz and U(1) rotations: E’, = e'“E,e is 
realized by 


(e%)' = e@e® (A,")'= Ag" ; (5.3.37) 


1. 
while EF’, = eat K PR. is realized by 


(eV Se™,, (A,#)' = (e%e 285 K Pe) AH (5.3.38) 


The K transformations can be rewritten as 


Q'=2-iK +0(Q,K) . (5.3.39) 
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Since K = K, this implies that 2 — Q can be gauged away. In the resulting gauge, 


1 


Q=54H , PS De (5.3.40) 


Similarly, the Lorentz transformation can be used to gauge NV," to 6,". In the resulting 


gauge we have 


1 — a 
=i ne 
Bb, =e 2° UD e2 


v] 


Ey =e WDreo" | (5.3.41) 


However, it is more convenient to eliminate the real part of Q“ by going to a chiral repre- 


sentation (as for super-Yang-Mills), as discused in sec. 5.3.b.5 below. 


b.4. Evaluation of [, and R 


We can now find simple forms for I, (5.3.25) and R (5.3.9). The results are con- 
tained in (5.3.52,53,56). The details of the derivation are not essential for further read- 


ing, but present some useful general techniques. To solve for I.,, we use the identity 
EV Sebi « (5.3.42) 


which holds independently of any constraints, for any superspace, for any tangent space. 
In cases where (—)?T'4,” vanishes (as here), it allows covariant integration by parts, 


since 
fu E'V,X=- fu BOY x SO, (5.3.43) 


To derive this identity we will save ourselves a lot of trouble by noting that at the end of 
a calculation the signs resulting from graded statistics can easily be determined if the 
indices of each contracted pair are adjacent, with the contravariant index first. The net 
sign change is then just that resulting from the graded reordering of the indices of the 
initial expression. Using this fact to ignore the signs from grading at intermediate steps 


of the calculation, we have (in the basis E, = E .”0,) 


(—)?T ap” = Ey? (Va, Vea}e" = Ey? ViuEp” 
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=e Vie Saye Veet é (5.3.44) 


We evaluate the second term by use of the identity (again ignoring grading signs) for 


arbitrary superfunctions X and Y 
XYV 4 =X[V Vg) t+ XV agY =XVaAV4XVGY , (5.3.45) 
where we have used (5.1.26b) to evaluate the commutator. (5.3.44) now becomes 


Ey®VjEp" — Ey EMV pt Eu?Vv peat 


=V jin B15 V 440: (5.3.46) 


which leads to (5.3.42). The evaluation of the first term used the usual expression for 
the derivative of the logarithm of a determinant (see (5.1.28); for tangent space groups 
which include scale transformations, (—)?®,4,% 40, so that the scale generator acts non- 
trivially on E). The last term vanishes because 
Ey®V p= Ey2 Eps (On+tOy(M)—ilyY ). Therefore dy%(Oy+®y(M)—iWTyV) 
= by*Vy =0. 

Actually, it is simpler for our purposes to use the form of (5.3.42) in terms of FE, 


instead of V,. Using E = E, we have: 


+ Diaeey ae tee meg (oe ak Or cae (5.3.47) 
From the expression (5.3.25) for .,, E, = E,, and Cy = Cos = 0 we obtain 
SH = (PO. 40 SE eC (5.3.48) 


Using the expression (5.3.31) for F, in the Lorentz gauge N “= 6," (the general Lorentz 
gauge will be easily restored at the end), we find Cog’ = 6(q'Egyln WV, so this expression 
becomes 


ee 


iT, =—E UB, E+3E,nU =—-1-e8D ec °G+E,mEW , (5.3.49) 
where we have used 
EB, =e"°D,e* (5.3.50a) 


which implies 
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= 


Deal eo. (5.3.50b) 


We use the identity, valid for any function f and linear operator X, 


=(1-e*)(e*f) , (5.3.51a) 


to derive the relation 


oe - = 


L=(1-e*)e¥ = (1-e* )feX(1-e-*)] (5.3.51b) 
These two results make it possible to rewrite (5.3.49) as 


iT, =—G(1-e®)e-°D,(1-e®) + Buin EV? 


=-W(1- ee 2D (1 : e781 + E,ln EW? 


=a = Fs (5.3.52) 
where we have introduced a (noncovariant) scalar density T: 
T =in[EW(1-e-8)] . (5.3.53) 
An immediate consequence of (5.3.52) is F',3 = 0 (see (5.3.1)). 
We now solve for R, where 
{Vo,Ve}=—2RM a, , (5.3.54) 


as follows from the Bianchi identities (sec. 5.4). Using the same form for FE, as in the 


previous calculation, and using the result for [,, we find from (5.3.20) 


: bq" (Egin Vv + iI’ sy) =— 55a Egyin (e '?) 


3" a 2 


= -26,0B pin [1 -e®) BY (5.3.55) 
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We then find (® 5 does not contribute) 


R= el (Ey)(eTU 


bo 
eet 
rl 
fav) 
SI 
co~ 
typ 
Q5e 
eee 
bo 
nin 
eH 
fav) 
Ee) 
nS" 
A 
by 
A 


= B-).(B s)eT(1-e%)- . (5.3.56) 


It is useful to derive the explicit form of the operator that gives a chiral scalar 


from a general scalar f. For the case [Y , f]=0, a simple calculation using (5.3.55) for 


ges 


the connection gives the result that (V’?+ R)f = fE(E 4)eF (1 -e?)-! is covariantly 
chiral. This result can then most easily be extended to arbitrary U(1) charge 


baer 5 uf by using the expression (5.3.53) for [, to write 


(V? + R)f = [er + Roe PTF] e8)7 , (5.3.57) 


where V? is the form of V? on a neutral scalar (as implied by (5.3.57) for sw = (0). We 


thus obtain 


= 


(V2 4 R)f = fe PTE (E g)etmT (1. e%)-1 (5.3.58) 


This quantity is covariantly chiral with U(1) charge 1 + sw. 


b.5. Chiral representation 


Due to the form of £, in (5.3.31), it is possible to define local representations that 
are chiral with respect to the supergravity fields. (These are analogous to chiral repre- 
sentations in super Yang-Mills (4.2.78) as well as in global supersymmetry (3.4.8).) On 


all quantities F we perform a (nonunitary) similarity transformation 
FO =e Fe? | (5.3.59) 


(Antichiral representations can also be defined, with © — —Q.) In this representation, 
as for super-Yang-Mills, all quantities are invariant under K™ transformations, and the 


covariant derivatives transform explicitly under A transformations. Furthermore, we 
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choose the Lorentz gauge N= 6,", which forces K” to equal wy” of (5.2.27) to main- 


tain the gauge. In the chiral representation, the vielbein becomes: 


EY.=WD, , E, =e "UD, e4 = Ue De# ; 


a 


ef = e%eO | (5.3.60) 


This is precisely what we had constructed in the previous section ((5.2.27) and (5.2.28)). 


The transformation of H can be obtained from that of Q: 
(e7)' = chet eo | (5.3.61) 
(Note that, as in super-Yang-Mills, (5.3.60) can be used to define H in any K-gauge; it 
is K invariant. Alternately the A“ and A“ transformations can be used to gauge away 
H" and H".) 
It is possible to go to a representation that is also chiral with respect to U(1). 


From (5.3.53) we have 
T,=iF,T , Vg=—ib,T ; (5.3.62a) 


where T’ =e-"Te" is the chiral-representation hermitian conjugate of T (cf. (5.2.28)). 


Using (5.3.2), we can write 
E,—il,Y = TY eo? BeTY : 


Pe WY Sel" ea! Beet” (5.3.62b) 


In addition to the transformation dT = —7iK;, these expressions are invariant under 


oT = iAs, where A; is chiral. We can use this gauge freedom to replace T by 
Q;=T+3ind , (5.3.62c) 


thus introducing for subsequent use the chiral density ¢, D;¢ = 0. We now go to a chi- 
ral representation not only with respect to 2” Dy and N,,", but also with respect to Qs, 


by making the appropriate nonunitary U(1) transformation, and obtain: 


Beary oRope 
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va 


BE, —i0eY = e-¥ B-3(1-e#) Be" = BEEGB, + (EEBUE,VS)Y , 


Qa 


B= B-3(1-e-# 36 ; (5.3.63) 


where we have used B= W?W?E (5.2.49) to replace UV with E. This effectively replaces 
W with EF as superscale density compensator: In the U(1)-chiral representation, the 
U(1) density compensator 2; no longer appears. For this reason this chiral representa- 


tion is useful for n = 0 supergravity, where a true local U(1) invariance remains, but not 


very useful for other n. However, it does bear a close relationship to the n = — : results 
of the previous section: n= -5 can be obtained by constraining I, to vanish identi- 


cally. In this representation, the result is simply that V; vanishes, and hence E~' = BY 


in agreement with (5.2.72). In section 5.5, this result will be used to write a first-order 


formalism for n = 0 combined with n = — . 


b.6. Density compensators 


After gauging away H” and H ap we have now determined all the geometrical 
superfields in V4 in terms of H” and W, which contain 64 and 32 component fields, 
respectively. The axial vector prepotential H™ contains the component gauge fields. 
The superfield V is the superconformal (density type) compensator: By scaling V arbi- 
trarily (without transforming H™), we generate complex scale transformations (real scale 
@U(1)) of the vielbein. Thus, the complex scale transformation properties of any quan- 
tity expresses its WV dependence. These transformations must be restricted and the rep- 
resentation reduced further, since Einstein theory is included in Poincaré supergravity 
and is not scale invariant. We now consider the (scalar) tensor-type compensators 
®,%,G (5.3.13), which also transform under these combined transformations. Fixing 
the gauges of these transformations by fixing the compensator is a convenient way of 
determining W, since it separates the lower superspin multiplets from the conformal 


supergravity multiplet in a covariant way. 


It is convenient to solve the constraints (5.3.13) on the tensor compensators in 


terms of corresponding density compensators that satisfy the corresponding flat-space 
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constraints; this allows us to find an explicit solution for WU. 


b.6.i. Minimal (n = — ) supergravity 
We first consider the (covariantly) chiral scalar compensator ®. The constraint is, 
using (5.3.62a), 
i LP es 
iP.)® = e3 Ege 3 6 =0 (5.3.64a) 


and is solved by 

= 63" $ = (WW (1 e® 56 , Bio =0 . (5.3.64b) 
It transforms under scale transformations as in (5.3.14). Here ¢ is a flat space chiral 
superfield, in the chiral representation, as follows from the definition of E,. If we choose 


the gauge ® = 1, then T = — 3ln@ and we obtain 


Ww _ @ 1 th 6(1 -e 254 . 02) 5 a (5.3.65) 


(We have again used E=WWE.) In this gauge V;® = 0 implies .; = 0; by complex 
conjugation and (5.3.4a) I.,=0, and thus the field strength of the axial U(1) transfor- 
mations (see (5.3.9)) vanishes: W,=(V*+ R)I.,=0. The relation (5.3.58) becomes 
PV? + R)f =fE (ER, 21-e8) . (5.3.66a) 
In the chiral representation, this simplifies to 
OV + R)f=HD (Ef) .. (5.3.66b) 
The theory is now described by H™ and ¢ and the only superspace gauge freedom 


left is that of super-Poincaré transformations. As in (5.2.75), the density compensator ¢ 


can be replaced by one of its variants. 


b.6.ii. Nonminimal (n 4 — ) supergravity 


For the nonminimal scalar multiplet, we again find a solution in terms of a density 


compensator Y. The constraint is, using (5.3.58), 


(V2? + RD = DE em (B ema" (1-e%)-1 = 0 (5.3.67a) 
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and is solved by 
Dae mr B(1-e)T = (WA -e%)|anw?7 , (Hs)? =0.  (5.3.67b) 


Here YT is a flat-space-linear superfield (as opposed to the covariantly linear superfield 
%): In the chiral representation D°Y =0. Again, in the gauge © =1, we obtain the 


solution for WU: 


3n+1 = nt+1 


v= (eae Su ern sg) . en Bynt1(y 2 Pa a ; (5.3.68) 
In this gauge we have T,=iI, as a new tensor (appearing in arbitrary gauges as 
~V,%), in terms of which R and W, are determined. The solution (5.3.68) does not 


apply to the following cases: (1) n = — 7 for which the minimal scalar multiplet is used 


instead; (2) n = 0, for which the solution of (5.3.67a) is more subtle and will be dis- 
cussed next; and (3) nm = co, which does not lead to a sensible theory. The parameter n 
can also be generalized to complex values, but the constraints then violate parity (off 


shell), and we do not discuss them here. 


b.6.iii. Axial (n = 0) supergravity 
The constraint (5.3.13c) for n = 0 is most easily solved by expressing the compen- 
sator G in terms of a covariantly chiral spinor ¢*=(V*+ R)Z°. Using the relation 


V" bo = E(¢°E"E ,) (as follows from integration by parts on [d'ca'o Bev. S 


[d'ca'o E'¢°E,f for any f), we have in the chiral representation (using (5.3.63)): 


G = 5 (Vid + Vad") = 5 E(B 2B * + hic.) = EG , (5.3.69) 


so that G is a function of only H and ¢°. In the chiral representation, but in the 


Lorentz gauge ® | 7 =0, @, is flat-space chiral: D;¢,=0. (This gauge exists because 


Rags =9, as follows from the Bianchi identities, see sec. 5.4, which implies that ® | ; 
and its conjugate are pure gauge.) In such a gauge NV," = X," #4 6,", but depends only 
on H . On the other hand, in the Lorentz gauge NV," =6,", where 7 depends only on 


H up to a factor of W (see (5.3.25)), d° is (X~*),° times a flat-space chiral spinor. 


be 
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In the Weyl gauge G = 1 we obtain 
E = G(H, b,) = 5 (@oB 3B + hic.) . (5.3.70) 


In this gauge, (5.3.13c) implies the constraint R = 0. Furthermore, in the chiral repre- 
sentation (5.3.70) may be combined with (5.3.63) to replace V with FE as the compen- 


sator for the n = 0 covariant derivatives: 


WH fI=G , bake r= ER | (5.3.71) 


b.7. Degauging 


The theory and the covariant derivatives we have constructed so far contain 
explicit U(1) generators and connections. For n = 0, the U(1) symmetry is a genuine 
local symmetry of the theory at the classical level (there are anomalies at the quantum 
level, see sec. 7.10) and therefore n = 0 supergravity only couples to R-invariant matter 
systems (3.6.14, 4.1.15). For n #0, the superscale compensator can be used to remove 
the U(1) charge of any multiplet: By multiplying the superfield by an appropriate power 
of the compensator (see (5.3.12a,b)) we can always construct a U(1) neutral object. If 
we do this to all quantities (vielbein, connections, matter), the U(1) generators do not 
act and can be dropped from the theory. The resulting formalism is applicable to mat- 
ter multiplets without definite U(1) charge and hence to systems without global R-invari- 
ance (see sec. 5.5). The procedure we are following is similar to what one does in ordi- 
nary spontaneously broken gauge theories. One goes to a U-gauge either by using the 
Goldstone field to define gauge invariant quantities as we just did, or by gauging the 
Goldstone field away, as we do now: Instead of rescaling fields by the compensator, we 


can gauge it away, and fix the U(1) (and superscale) gauge as discussed in sec. b.6. 


above. For n= 5 this sets [4 =0 and the Y generator drops from the covariant 


derivatives. For nF — 5,0, the U(1) connection becomes a covariant tensor with 
respect to the remaining (super-Poincaré) group. Therefore we can eliminate Y by 


adding a “contortion” term Vy—>V,-—i4Y and _ thus, by (5.3.18), 


Pag lap meee 


fied torsions are (where [,, = iT,, see (5.3.52)): 


w(C)Pi45py° (but with no change in the curvatures). The only modi- 
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1 ee ee 
ap af 5 (a +B) > 


. . 1 ° 
gal Pak = Jj 37 
Th = V3 + 2 03 die 5 


a] 


Page = Dag — 510s (Vals io Vals a Le 4) ° (5.3.72) 


Furthermore, R and W, have the following explicit expressions in terms of T, and the Y 


independent or degauged V: 


_ _ y-lw? nh Se n-1l Aaya, 
R=-xN VU rarer Od + ognan 2 Ps ; (5.3.73) 
Wo = (V+ RP. iS VV at 57s) + RIT - (5.3.74) 
We emphasize that for n = -5 we can simply drop all reference to U(1) without 


any other modifications. 


Although we have emphasized the compensator approach to the breaking of the 
superconformal invariance, we should point out that fixing the conformal gauge by set- 
ting the compensator to 1 is completely equivalent to imposing additional, conformal- 
breaking constraints on the covariant derivatives. After U(1) degauging, the constraint 
equations (5.3.13) or (5.3.64a,67a) become, when the compensators are fixed, conditions 
on the covariant derivatives. These conditions are the constraints on torsions and curva- 


tures given in (5.2.80b). 


At this point we have a description of Poincaré supergravity in terms of H and one 
of the density compensators. They compensate for component conformal transforma- 
tions. For example, the 6-independent of ¢@ can be identified with the component ¢ of 


(5.1.33). Similarly, the linear 9 component, a spinor, compensates for S-supersymmetry. 


After degauging, the superconformal invariance of the supergravity constraints is 
destroyed for arbitrary superfields Z and K;. Nevertheless a remnant of superconformal 
invariance remains. This is because the unconstrained superfields that describe Poincaré 
supergavity are H™ and some scalar superfield compensator. Thus superfield supergrav- 
ity, unlike ordinary gravity, always contains a component ¢ compensator of (5.1.33). 


(This is the reason why at the component level superconformal symmetry is so useful.) 


5.3. Covariant approach to supergravity 291 


Obviously a redefinition of the density compensating multiplet (once its type has been 
specified) cannot affect the Poincaré supergravity constraints. This is realized by an 
invariance group of the constraints in addition to that parametrized by K™ and K,”. 
The transformations of this invariance group are exactly the same as those of the confor- 
mal group, but with the important restriction that LZ and K; are no longer arbitrary. 
The simplest way to obtain the form of these restricted conformal transformations is to 


use the tensor type compensators ®, /, and G. 


Before gauging the compensators to 1 we can simply make an arbitrary redefinition 
of the tensor type compensators. We have (i): 66 = —A®, (ii) 64 = —AY, and (iii) 
6G = —AG, where A is a covariant superfield. In each case the redefinition must be 
such that the product of the compensator times A satisfies the same differential equation 
as the original compensator (5.3.13) (i.e., (i) VgA = 0, (ii) (V? + R)(AD) = 0, and (iii) 
(V? + R)(AG) =0, A=A). The A transformations affect only the compensators, not 
the covariant derivatives nor matter superfields, whereas LZ and K;, transformations 
affect all fields. The combined transformation of the tensor compensators under L,K, 


and A is thus 


n=—7: 60=(L+iZK;)®-AO , (5.3.75a) 

e208 WSS ae ei aa (5.3.75b) 
aa Se a \Bn pd 5 ; ms 

n=0: 6G=2LG—AG . (5.3.75c) 


We now degauge by setting the compensator to one. In order to maintain this 
gauge condition we must set the total variation of the compensator to zero and we find 


that L and K; satisfy the constraints 


L=5(A+A), K,=5i(A-A) ; (5.3.76a) 
L=TP(A+A), Kp= Su A) : (5.3.76b) 
Lak; A=A,; (5.3.76c) 


respectively. 
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5.4. Solution to Bianchi identities 


In any gauge theory the field strengths satisfy Bianchi identities that are a conse- 
quence of the Jacobi identities for the covariant derivatives, or more generally, for super- 
forms, a consequence of the Poincaré theorem. As explained in sec. 4.2, the Bianchi 
identities contain no useful information unless some of the field strengths have been con- 
strained. In that case they make it possible to express all the field strengths in terms of 
an irreducible set (that may still satisfy differential constraints that are also called 
Bianchi identities). In sec. 4.2 we gave a detailed example of this procedure for super 


Yang-Mills theories; here we consider supergravity. 


We begin in a general context, with covariant derivatives for arbitrary N and arbi- 


trary internal symmetry generators 2; (cf. (5.2.20, 5.3.1)): 
Va = Eg! Dy + O457M,' + O499M2 + 1,0, (5.4.1) 


where E,”, ®,, and Ty are the vielbein, Lorentz connection, and gauge potential, 


respectively. We define field strengths: torsions T 4,°, curvatures R4p,;’ and Ry, Pris and 


gauge field strengths F',,' in terms of the graded commutator 
[Va,Vea}=Tan°Vo + Raps’M, aS Rapii'M;? + F4,'Q; . (5.4.2) 


The geometry of superspace implicit in (5.4.1) gives nontrivial relations among the 
field strengths T, R, F. We have chosen the action of the Lorentz group to be reducible 
in tangent space: It does not mix the (V,,V4,V,) parts of a supervector V4, and it 


rotates the vector and the spinor parts by the same _ transformation; i.e., 
6,V 4 = wa? Vp, where wy? = (w,", ws", w,°63" + 0 3°5,") (cf. (5.2.19, 5.3.3)). Conse- 
quently, there are no connections such as ® 4° or Byg’, and ® 4,5 = ®4,7 537 + h.c., ete. 
We can view this restriction as a constraint: It has the consequence that the Bianchi 


identities now give algebraic relations among the field strengths. Because we have cho- 


sen the action of the Lorentz group to be reducible, we have imposed the constraints 


Rap? = Rapy de" ’ Raset = Rap, ds? oF Raped, ’ (5.4.3) 


and their hermitian conjugates. These constraints are sufficient to express all of the 
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curvatures R and gauge field strengths F' in terms of the torsions T if we assume that 
E,™ transforms under the action of 9; otherwise F’ remains as an independent object. 
In particular, in the presence of central charges the corresponding field strengths can 
remain as independent quantities. We write the transformation in terms of matrices 
(Q,) 47: 

[Q;, Val = (Q))4°V eB (5.4.4) 


where the only nonvanishing (Q;) ,” are 


(M)_?5." , (0)%8s? , OIE » (CD. = ((0)%)' (5.4.5) 


The Bianchi identities follow from the Jacobi identities 0= 


[V4 ) Vat}, Vey} = Baxo’ Vi + Bapc and are: 


Bago” =— Aasc” + Ruse)’ + Fuse)” =9 , (5.4.6a) 
Bapo(M) = — VisRec)(M) + Ths ” Roo)(M) =0 , (5.4.6b) 
Bapc' = — ViaF acy’ + Tyas) Foc)’ = 0 (5.4.6c) 

where 
Asc” = Vial soy” — Tyag\T ojo)” » Fasc” = Fas'(Qic” - (5.4.7) 


The Bianchi identities are satisfied identically simply because the field strengths are con- 
structed out of the potentials E,”, ®,, and Ty. In (5.4.6a) by decomposing B ypc” into 
irreducible pieces under the Lorentz and internal symmetry groups, we express F' and R 
in terms of T; this solution automatically satisfies B4jc(M) = Bago’ =0, so that 


(5.4.6b-c) contain no useful information. 
To organize the analysis of the Bianchi identities, we classify the identities by 
(mass) dimension. The lowest dimension identities have dimension : 


B = B,.4=0 and hermitian conjugates. The highest dimension identities have 


d d 
aby aby 


dimension 3: Bay.’ = Bay-(M) =0. Ordinarily, we start with the lowest dimension iden- 
tities and work our way up; however, the dimension . B’s are relations among the tor- 
sions only (they are independent of the curvatures and field strengths). Therefore, to 
= 0 implies 


determine R and F' we start with the dimension 1 B’s. For example, B 


é 
aS} 
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Rap toe tr Fog" =a (5.4.8) 


c é 
a aby 


(The graded symmetrization drops out because of the constraints (5.4.3) and (5.4.5)). 


To extract Fy,°, and R © from (5.4.8), we decompose it into Lorentz irreducible 


a8,¥ 


pieces. This gives: 


c l ce 
Page = 5 Aas. € (5.4.9a) 
Ng) (5.4.9b) 
ant = gy Daas A, 


Proceeding in a similar manner, we determine all the remaining curvatures and gauge 


field strengths in terms of the torsions: 


eA, pce (5.4.9c) 


1 ° 
Nope Hove ae 4 (5.4.9d) 
Furthermore we find 
1 
Raggy = oN Aap dy, 8) ; (5.4.9e) 
1 is 
F ap Fi = 9 Aap nce ’ (5.4.9f) 


for (A,B) = (a, 8), (&,), and (a, 5), and finally 


1 
N+1 


1 , 1 
Ro.Bys = ZI CLG Ga lacleity, 5) + AB aC5)a) 


1 ; 2 
+ (VAG fala ay “8) + AWB ay@sy Js (5.4.9g) 


ee) P ; 
a.Be = 3515 AB, (alate. + AB, fala.tey. "| 


Leck - : 
= 5 [3 Reale, Ba 5\c)* _ Rice big" | ’ (5.4.9h) 


+ os c 
A Ba = AB (ala \c) a 


7 _ ey 
sle)y , A By = AB, fale, ely ? 


for (B) = (8) and (b). This solution automatically satisfies (5.4.6b-c), as can be verified 
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by direct computation. From now on we need only consider the Bianchi identities in 


(5.4.6a) that are independent of R and F. 


We now specialize to N = 1 supergravity: Our tangent space transformations con- 


tain only the Lorentz group and U(1); i.e., Q; = Y. We impose: 


Dig Nag. ed aera ge ae ge OB eel a (5.4.10a) 
De ON) b ; 
ge Gg a ee (5.4.10b) 


We proceed as above, starting with the lowest dimension identities. For example, 


Boog at =. Val’ g4 + Vols a + VT o,6° 


ee 
+ Lig ae aie Lig ee ee a Ts a Tn,p° (5.4.11) 


but Tipe =OandT ; = 15,6 5° which implies 


an ae ee ee ee ee (5.4.12) 


Next we decompose T’, ,“ into irreducible representations of the Lorentz group, 


ee = Cal Pap a Onad x fr Caryl 


24 a m 
+ Pasny + Coal yin + Cort ada! (5.4.13) 


and note Tig =0 implies - =). ae 08 — 9 implies -? = 7! = 0,and finally 


a, (68 


‘ane ;°? =0 implies f° =0. Now substituting (5.4.13) into (5.4.12) leads to 


_ __ 59 #4 2:8 Poi. y 
0O= Pal ( ) I2C at are (5.4.14) 


aby) (46 


3 : TA _ 75 
which Welds t  wpaGiy = a@h 


= 0. In other words T’, , vanishes identically. 

This example shows how we decompose the torsions into irreducible representa- 
tions of the Lorentz group, and then solve the constraints by looking at what they imply 
about the various irreducible parts. For two component spinors this decomposition sim- 
ply consists of symmetrizing and antisymmetrizing in all possible ways. Other examples 


are 
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= 1 2 3 4 
Tape = Cea Py PCa aay Cag k Gy bX aa ayo 
_ yl 72 $3 
P's 6h.4 = % pay + oa jy +X asO'gg - (5.4.15) 


These expressions are now substituted into the Bianchi identities which separate into 
several equations. These are then solved, with the result that some of the irreducible 


parts are zero, while others are expressible in terms of a minimal set. 


The complete analysis is straightforward but tedious. We find that all the Bianchi 


identities and constraints are satisfied by 


= C54[ — RVe — GeV3 + (V'G, 3) My’ — iWaY 


1. = 
= iW Mg" + W o,°Ms|+(VgR)M.. , 


ae 


[iV Vaal = C sf ag = h. Cy (5.4.16) 


ages? 
where the operator f,, is defined by 
AG GOV 2 (VER = 1 Wi Vin Wag a = (Vay 

fog = —t5 (a =e (a 7 hs (a) 3) + Wag ng (a gy") 4 


il ral Zé 
1 Vila) =WagaM =s g UV" Gaya) Ma” + a — 6] 


= Hs. el 1 = ; 
+(VWR+2RR +i g VW) Mag + 5 (VoaV G3) M3” (5.4.17) 
and 
Para 
W aps = 7 ViaW p45) - 


The independent tensors R, G,, and W,,,, and the dependent one W, satisfy the rela- 


tions 
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V°G,2 =VoR+iW, , 


- 1. 1. y 
V W apy + =tV(eW.,) = 5° Via G 


3 ya > 


VW, +V°We=0. (5.4.18) 


Therefore, all the torsions, curvatures, and field strengths of (5.4.2) are expressible in 


terms of the three covariant superfields W G,, and R, and their derivatives. 


aby» Tad? 
By considering the coefficient of M.,; on both sides of the equation for the commu- 
tator of two vectorial derivatives, we conclude that the superspace analog of the decom- 


position in (5.1.21) takes the form 


os s 1 or — 1 1 
RS C431 Wop oo 5 5(a"5 a) (WR + 2RR+i-V'W,) + 5 5a X a)” 
AC VAG s) (5.4.19) 
pa gia By? = 
where X ,” is defined by 
id 2 


By comparing this to (5.1.21), we see there is a representation X 3 present in the super- 


7° that was absent in the component curvature ai This 


covariant curvature R,, 
occurs because the constraints that we have chosen imply there is nontrivial x-space tor- 


sion T abe~€abeaG® present. 

We now choose the scale 6 U(1) gauge where the compensator equals 1. For n = 0 
the only resulting modification of (5.4.16) is that we set R=O (thus, for n = 0, the 
spinor derivatives (but not the vector derivatives!) obey the global supersymmetry alge- 
bra). For other n it is necessary to drop the Y part of the covariant derivatives. How- 
ever, for n= 3, I‘, vanishes identically in this gauge, so the only modification of 
(5.4.16) is to set W. =0 (see discussion before (5.3.72)). In this case, (5.4.16) reduces to 
(5.2.81). For n40, -5 the modifications are slightly more complicated: (1) The spinor 
U(1) connection [, is now covariant; to avoid confusion, we define 
T, = —il,(degauged). (2) No tensors are set to zero, but now R is determined by the 
compensator constraint (see (5.3.73)), and W, by its explicit form (see (5.3.74)). (3) 
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Separating out the Y parts causes shifts in a few of the torsions (see (5.3.72)) by the 
covariant quantity T,. The resulting form of (5.4.16) is 


(Ve, Vel =tVg 5 (TaVat FeV.) 
— — os ee 1= — 
{Va, Va} =5TeVy — 28M, 
= x —— 1 _— — Ss ote 
[Va 5 oY | — C 31 RV + G3'V-| a 3 (V 303 = V 326 + Tal 3)Va 
ss) ey Ll = 
+ Cy[-(V'G 9) Me? — Wo Ms +i5W,My |] + (Ve+T)R)M,, , (5.4.21) 


with (5.4.18) modified by V, ~ V,+7,Y and V3; —-V;,—T,Y. This is just the U(1) 
degauging described in sec. 5.3.b.7. 
This result corresponds to one of the many forms of nonminimal n 4 -+ Neal 


supergravity. As explained in sec. 5.3, covariant derivatives can be redefined by shifting 
with contortions. As an example, we note that the two anticommutators in (5.4.21) can 


be simplified by the shift 


which gives (5.2.82). For the remainder of the book, unless otherwise stated, our covari- 
ant derivatives for N = 1 supergravity will be in the gauge with the tensor compensator 


set to one, and for n # 0, with the Y parts dropped. 
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5.5. Actions 


In this section we construct and discuss superspace actions for matter systems 


coupled to supergravity, and for supergravity itself. 


a. Review of vector and chiral representations 


In the vector representation (where, e.g., Vg = (vk a covariant superfield 
Xs Bo transforms under the gauge transformations of local supersymmetry (hermitian 


supercoordinate and tangent space transformations) as 


Xt Sexe (5.5.1a) 


with K = K = K™iDy, + K PiM g¢ + K Pim 34 (cf. (5.3.3)). In chiral (V3~D;) or 


antichiral (V,~D,,) representations, the transformation laws are 


XM = etAXV eA (5.5.1b) 
XO = eAX eA (5.5.1¢) 

respectively, with A, A given by, e.g., (5.3.33-35), and 
ROS ety ae lx (5.5.2) 


(Recall that the hermitian conjugate of an object in the chiral representation is in the 
antichiral representation and transforms with A (5.5.1c). Therefore, just as in (5.2.28) 
and in Yang-Mills theory (4.2.21), we must convert the conjugate to an object trans- 
forming with <A (5.5.1b), and define the chiral representation conjugate 
X) = e-¥(X™)'e#.) The transformation properties of E~! in the vector, chiral, and 


antichiral representations are 


Bol = Eek (5.5.3a) 
pO = EH -1¢i4 (5.5.3b) 
EO-' = EO) -1¢%4 (5.5.3c) 


respectively. 
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b. The general measure 


Using the results of the previous sections, it is straightforward to construct 
locally supersymmetric actions: We covariantize all derivatives (with possibly some 
ambiguity in whether we use minimal coupling or add contortion terms), including the 
derivatives used to define constrained matter fields (such as chiral fields), and we covari- 
antize the measure. For integrals over all superspace, by analogy with ordinary space 
(see 5.1.23-5), we use E~' as a density to define a covariant measure, and write actions 


of the form: 
S= [ eica'e Be Best 5 (5.5.4) 


where JL,,,, is a general real scalar superfield constructed out of covariant matter fields, 
derivatives, etc. Since by construction JZ,,,, must transform as in (5.5.1), and since (ie 
transforms as in (5.5.3), the expression in (5.5.4) is invariant. (Recall that coordinate 
invariance is defined only up to surface terms (5.1.27).) This type of expression is the 


integrated version of what is referred to as a “D - type” density formula. 


c. Tensor compensators 


Just as in gravity (sec. 5.1.d), we can generalize the coordinate invariant measure 
(5.5.4) to a scale (and U(1)) invariant measure by introducing tensor compensators. For 
an IL,., that has scale weight d (the reality of the action implies that it must be U(1) 


invariant), we have (see (5.3.8,14)) 


n=— 7 = jes a Was, (5.5.5a) 
nZé-2,0: S= sf d' d'9 B'(SD) 2 OD Lyon, (5.5.5b) 
n=0: f= ‘i d'r d'0 EG! 3 yen - (5.5.5c) 


These actions reduce to (5.5.4) in the gauge where the compensator is 1. (The analo- 
gous expression in ordinary gravity is / d‘zd‘0e'¢'“L where ¢ is the tensor-type 
component scale compensator introduced in (5.1.33) and ZL is a scale weight d 


Lagrangian. ) 
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d. The chiral measure 


In the chiral representation, a covariantly chiral scalar superfield 
©) V.6) = 0 is chiral in the flat superspace sense D-®'*) = 0. Therefore, its trans- 


formation (5.5.2b) can be written as 


BH)? = eAGH eM — etAan@) e-then (5.5.6a) 
where 
An = A (for A" = 0) =A%O, + AD, . (5.5.6b) 
Since for n = — : the transformation of ¢° is (5.2.68) 
g/= Peo , Ay, =A (forA@ =0) = (AI, + AMD,) , (5.5.7) 


the quantity ¢° is a suitable chiral density to covariantize the flat space chiral measure 


(see sec. 5.2.c). 
ee / Ged OO Ww -: (5.5.8) 


This is the integrated version of an “F - type” density multiplet. For other values of n 


no dimensionless chiral density exists. We describe how this situation is handled below. 


e. Representation independent form of the chiral measure 


1 ; : d 
For n = — 37 we can write the chiral measure in terms of the real measure. From 


(5.3.66b) we have, in chiral representation, 
DEt*L=P(VW+R)L . (5.5.9) 


Thus 
jes GOB lie jes VO P(VI+ER) Lyen - (5.5.10) 
From (5.3.66a) we can find the vector representation of (5.5.10): 
jes ie imag Oe jets a0 e °6(V? 4+ R) Ligon - (5.5.11) 


If we choose IL,., = Rb s.9; since Vij = VR = 0; 
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i d’xd20 6? Lehiral = / Cid GR ie (55:12) 


The form of the chiral measure d‘zd‘9 E~'R™ is valid in all representations since it does 
not depend on the existence of a chiral density. It is manifestly covariant and, in princi- 


ple, could be used for all n #0 (R=0 for n=0). Thus “F - type” density multiplets 
also exist for nonminimal supergravity. However, unless n = — 7 (5.5.12) leads to com- 
ponent actions containing inverse powers of the auxiliary fields (with the exception of R- 
invariant systems: see below). 

The U(1)-covariant form of the chiral measure (n = — ) is somewhat more subtle: 


U(1) invariance alone gives the analog of (5.5.12) as 
S= / d‘x d49 BO ROD3E-F) TD, cat (5.5.13) 


when [Y , Lehira] = 5 WIL crirat In particular, superconformal actions always have w = 2. 


However, scale invariance is not so straightforward: Using (5.3.10), we see that R has an 
inhomogeneous term in its transformation law proportional to V7L, but because of the 
chirality of R, ®, and IL,),;,.; this term vanishes upon integration by parts. Thus the chi- 
rality of the compensator is essential for constructing general chiral actions. Since in the 


(U(1)-)chiral representation ®=¢, using (5.3.64a), we reobtain (5.5.8). The expression 
(5.5.13) can be used for n 4 — . ,0 if w = 2, since then the action is ® independent and 


consequently superconformal. 


f. Scalar multiplet 


To discuss specific couplings to matter, we first consider the U(1)-covariant form. 
According to our general prescription, the direct covariantization of the action (4.1.1) for 


the free scalar multiplet is 
SS jets 46 Eni , (5.5.14a) 


with covariantly chiral 7 


Van=0, (5.5.14b) 


This form of the action is valid for any n. If we assign scale weight d= 1 to 7 (see 
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(5.5.5)), the action is superconformal since it is independent of the tensor type compen- 
sators. In particular, it is invariant under the “restricted” superconformal transforma- 
tions that survive in Poincaré supergravity (5.3.76). At the component level this action 
leads to conformally coupled scalar fields with actions as in (5.1.35) but with the oppo- 
site sign. (Compensators generally have actions with an overall minus sign relative to 
physical systems). Since the action is superconformal even without the compensators, it 
is clear that the scalars of the multiplet are conformally coupled to gravity without the 
need for a component calculation. 

After degauging, the action (5.5.14a) and defining condition remain unchanged for 
n=— ; For the nonminimal theories, we use the same action but if we want the com- 
ponent scalars to be conformally coupled to gravity we must change the defining condi- 
tion ((5.5.18) with w = = see below). Alternatively if the defining condition is not mod- 
ified and the V operator in (5.5.14b) is for a degauged nonminimal theory, then the 


action of (5.5.14a) does not have conformally coupled scalars. 


f.1. Superconformal interactions 

For superconformally invariant actions, the density compensator ¢ can be gauged 
away (i.e., removed by a field redefinition which is a superscale transformation). In this 
case, the action (5.5.8) written for n = -3 makes sense for any n. For example, since 


a obE-3(1 : eH) 5 (5.2.72), the conformally invariant action for a covariantly chiral 


scalar superfield is 


a [ee E-'in + Ag [as on? t+h.c.) . (5.5.15) 


At the component level, the terms proportional to A describe quartic self-interactions 
and Yukawa couplings for the component fields of the matter chiral multiplet just as in 


the global case. The rescaling 7) = @7 removes @ from the action entirely, and the result 
is valid for any n (4 is a chiral density of weight w = =). This can be generalized 


slightly: To remove @ from the chiral integrands, full superconformal invariance is not 


required; R-invariance (3.6.14) is sufficient. Then ¢ appears only in the full superspace 


integrand, and only in the combination oo; in that case, the n = — . compensator @ can 
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be replaced by n = 0 or nonminimal compensators. For example, in the case of a single 
chiral multiplet, we can generalize to a rescaled chiral density 7 with arbitrary weight w; 


see (5.5.20) and the paragraph after (5.5.32) below. 


f.2. Conformally noninvariant actions 


Nonconformal couplings of the scalar multiplet are also possible. We can always 


add the supersymmetric term 
Dawneonk = jets d*0 E" (9? = 7”) (5.5.16) 


This actually vanishes for n = 0. (It is also possible to write a CP non-conserving term 
by taking i time the difference instead of the sum in (5.5.16).) At the component level, 
(5.5.16) generates “dis-improvement” terms r(A* — B*) + --- with opposite contributions 


for the scalar and pseudoscalar fields. Therefore, (5.5.16) cannot be used to eliminate 
the improvement terms of both fields. For n = — 7 we can rewrite (5.5.16) as the chiral 


integral 


nonce =< jes d’0 ¢° Rr? ep oiee? (5.5.17) 


For nonminimal (n 4 — : ,0) supergravity (5.5.16) also introduces ‘“dis- 
improvement” terms but there exists another way of introducing such nonconformal 
terms for the scalar multiplet. Before degauging, if the scale weight of 7 is not 1, then 
the only way to write a superconformal kinetic action for the chiral multiplet is to intro- 
duce one of the density compensators of (5.5.5). Thus the action without the compen- 
sators is not superconformal. After degauging the U(1) invariance (see sec. 5.3.b.8), we 
can use the “new” tensor JT’, to define a modified chiral condition. We can replace 


(5.5.14b) by 
(Vit 5wTsn=0. (5.5.18) 


The kinetic action is still given by (5.5.14a), and if w A =, it is not superconformal with- 
out one of the compensators of (5.5.5). Even though the U(1) group is no longer 
gauged, it still exists as a global R-invariance of the action (5.5.14), and the constraint 


(5.5.18) is covariant even under local transformations 
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1 
esa 5 un. (5.5.19) 


The modified chirality condition of (5.5.18) in terms of unconstrained superfields 
leads to a more complicated action for the scalar multiplet. We can express 7 in terms 
of a flat chiral density 7 = ely Beh = 0 (in the chiral representation D;7 = 0). In 
terms of unconstrained superfields, the action (5.5.14a) becomes (in the gauge with com- 


pensators set equal to one) 


tide 5 5 UT 4 
S =f ts HOR (1-e")1-e°)f 2 Ar , (5.5.20) 
where 7 is defined in terms of w by w = 2 came Only n = -3 is superconformal and 


Thus in the nonmini- 


wlrm 


has the conventional conformal improvement terms; then w = 
mal theories, conformal coupling for the scalars is achieved by replacing (5.5.14b) by 


(5.5.18) with w = <. 


f.3. Chiral self-interactions 


The covariantization of any global chiral polynomial self-interaction terms P(7) is 


straightforward. From our general prescription (5.5.12) we have (for n 4 0) 
ee jes d‘6 E"R™"P(n) +h.c. . 6521) 


The expression (5.5.21) remains locally supersymmetric for fields satisfying the modified 


chirality condition (5.5.18) or in the U(1)-covariant formalism with the usual V 37 = 0 
for arbitrary chiral weight. For n = — a Sint 18 polynomial in the component fields after 
the elimination of the supergravity auxiliary fields whenever P(7) is polynomial. For 
nz 7 it is in general nonpolynomial, except for P(7) = ne (for a single chiral multi- 
plet; for more multiplets, the condition is given below). Thus, as mentioned earlier, 


although “F - type” densities exist for nonminimal theories, in general these will lead to 


nonpolynomiality after the elimination of auxiliary fields. 


In the chiral representation, for n = — * (5.5.21) can be rewritten in the form 


(5.5.8), and for n 4 — 7 in the form 
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S= i d‘x d?0 eT P(n) + hic. (5.5.22) 


when the chiral charge of P(7) is su = 1. This follows from (5.5.13), since for n 4 — 7 
S must be ® independent. (For the special interaction given above, this can be written 


as i d'‘z d’0 ie, with no dependence on the supergravity fields.) 


g. Vector multiplet 


The vector multiplet can be coupled to supergravity by simply defining deriva- 
tives that are covariant with respect to the local invariances of both supergravity and 


super- Yang-Mills: 


Va = Eqgt (®437M,’ + ,,7M,”) =eP PT. 2 


Va =e*Vue™ » K=K™iDy+(K,°iMg*+h.c.)+K*T, 3 (5.5.23) 


where [',* is the Yang-Mills potential and K* its gauge parameter. Field strengths for 
both supergravity and Yang-Mills are defined by the graded commutators of the covari- 
ant derivatives as usual, and the same supergravity and Yang-Mills constraints are 
imposed (see (4.2.66) and (5.3.4,5,13)). The solution to the constraints can be given by 


expressing V4 in terms of the pure supergravity covariant derivatives V4, and the usual 


Yang-Mills superpotential Q = O*T,: 


Va=e Vae » Vor =—i{VasVab - (5.5.24) 


et — 
(exe4 


Alternatively, the solution can be written with V of the same form as V but now with 
Q=0O"iDy +Q (in analogy to U--U+V in the global case). The Yang-Mills field 


strength is 
W.= iV" (Va, Vall (5.5.25) 
and the action is 


i gti f a's CORR OW? .. (5.5.26) 
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For n= -5 in the Yang-Mills chiral representation, using the Bianchi identities 


(5.4.16,18) we can rewrite (5.5.25) as 
W,=1(V?+R)e"Vae" , (5.5.27) 


and the action is 
S=9-"ir i; d‘cd’0¢? WwW . (5.5.28) 


As for the conformal coupling of the scalar multiplet in (5.5.8), the actions in (5.5.26,28) 
are invariant with respect to the conformal transformations parametrized by arbitrary L 
and kK; superfields. This ensures that the @ dependence of W is such that it cancels in 
the action of (5.5.28). More generally, also as a consequence of conformal invariance, 
(5.5.26) is independent of ¢ or T. 

For n =0 the form (5.5.26) cannot be used since R= 0 and (5.5.28) cannot be 


used since @ only occurs in the n = 7 theory. The correct action is 
S=G" ir f a's d‘0 E“T*(W, — i Daal) + hee. (5.5.29) 


where W, is given by (5.5.25) and T,,IT,, are obtained from (5.5.24) using 
—iT,=Y4—Vy. The gauge invariance of the action (5.5.29) follows from the Bianchi 


identity V°W, + Vw. = 0. We note that this form (valid for all n and in all repre- 


sentations) is similar to the three-dimensional gauge invariant mass term (2.4.38). 
Alternatively, it is possible to use (5.5.28) for all n, if we are only interested in the 
explicit dependence on the supergravity prepotential H". The H™ dependence and den- 


sity type compensator independence of any truly conformal action is independent of n. 


h. General matter models 
We now consider a general class of matter multiplets (chiral and gauge) coupled 
to-2 = -5 supergravity. A globally supersymmetric gauge invariant action, restricted 


only by the requirement that no bosonic terms with more than two derivatives or 


fermionic terms with more than one derivative appear in the component Lagrangian is 
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S= jes d‘0 [IK (' , ®,) + vtrV] 


4 i d‘z d20 [P(®*) + WOR (S)\WAW,P] + hic. (5.5.30) 
where 
®@,=6,(e"),* , W,* =iD(e-’ Dye’)* (5.5.31) 


and P(®') and Q,,(®') = 6,4, + O(©) are chiral. The term vtrV is the (global) Fayet- 
Iliopoulos term (4.3.3). As explained in sec. (4.1.b), JK can be interpreted as the Kahler 


potential of an internal space manifold. 


The corresponding locally supersymmetric action, including (n = — ) supergravity, 


2 


g- 3 fa Boley K(@ ,)) + virV] 


+ / dz #[P(®) + [Qn (®)WW,] + hc. (5.5.32) 


In the limit « > 0, E and ¢ — 1, this reduces to the global action (5.5.30). The covari- 
ant Fayet-Iliopoulos term is (Yang-Mills) gauge invariant only if the chiral action is glob- 
ally —_ R-invariant. Under a gauge transformation 46(trV) =itr(A— A), 
E“exp(— = K?vtrV) is invariant if we simultaneously perform the (restricted) complex 


superscale transformation discussed at the end of sec. 5.38 with chiral parameter 


2 
L+1 7Ks =] = tr. The invariance of the chiral integral in (5.5.32) follows from R- 
invariance of (the chiral piece of) the global action. 

In general the couplings of the scalar multiplet in superspace involve conformal 
coupling of the spin zero component fields to gravity. There is one special choice of the 
Kahler potential, however, where all such conformal coupling can be eliminated for the 
component scalar fields. This special choice is given by IK (®", 6,) = o'6,. 

For R-invariant theories superscale transformations can be used to rescale the mat- 
ter fields and remove ¢ from the chiral integral; as mentioned above, the resulting action 


depends only on the combination ¢¢, and we can rewrite it for any n, e.g., using duality 
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transformations of the compensator as will be described in sec. 5.5.1 below. In particu- 
lar, if we perform a duality transformation to the n =0 theory, the action (5.5.32) 


becomes 


= 1 i> 
s=faeE ee ,®;) + vtrV] 


ip : dz 226 [P(®') ++ Qu(®)W"W,8] + he. (5.5.33) 


where ©' and W, are suitably defined densities (the ¢-independent quantities we defined 


to make the duality transformation possible). 


Although we have concentrated here on the n = — : theory coupled to vector and 
chiral scalar multiplets, more general systems also can be considered. As we stated 
above, coupling of other versions of supergravity can be obtained by performing duality 
transformations. As described in chapter 4, there are a large number of “scalar” multi- 
plets and many other matter multiplets. These may be coupled to supergravity by use 


the prescription of (5.5.4,12). 
i. Supergravity actions 


i.1. Poincaré 


For n #0, the Poincaré supergravity action is obtained from (5.5.4) (or (5.5.5), 


for d = 0) by choosing Lyen = (nk?)"'. For n= — 4 this can be rewritten as 


S=-3K"? / d‘cd’0 eR . (5.5.34) 


For n = 0, the obvious choice S' = [ee E~', (or its scale invariant form with the 


tensor compensator (see (5.5.5c)) and L,., =”) vanishes: With the compensator 
G = 1, the chiral curvature R = 0 (see sec. 5.3.b.7.iii), and (e.g., in the chiral represen- 
tation) (5.3.56) implies D?E~' = 0. If the action vanishes in one gauge, it must do so in 
all gauges, including ones where the compensator has not been gauged away. However, 
the n = 0 theory has a dimensionless U(1) prepotential V; that allows us to write an 


action: Since D?E~'=0, in the gauge G =1 the following action is invariant under 
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U(1) gauge transformations dE = 0,6V; =i(A; — As): 


Ce = / d‘rd'9 EVs . (5.5.35) 


In the chiral representation, this can be rewritten, using (5.3.63), as 


1 


Sn=0 = = i d'x d!0 BE In[B 1 B3(1-e#)-3] (5.5.36) 


Since in the gauge G = 1 we have E-'=G (5.3.70), this is the covariantization of the 
flat space action (4.4.46) for the improved tensor multiplet. We saw that (4.4.46) could 
be written in a first-order form that made manifest the duality between the scalar and 


tensor multiplet. This construction carries over to the local case, and we find that n = 0 
supergravity (with a tensor compensator) is dual to n = -+ supergravity (with a chiral 


scalar compensator). 


We write a first-order action as 
—— & [a's d‘9 B-(eX — GX) , 
K 


G=5(V 0° + Vid"), Vids =0 ; (5.5.37) 
where X is an independent, unconstrained, real superfield, and all objects (A Va) are 
those of n = — . This is just n = -5 supergravity coupled to the first-order form of 


the improved tensor multiplet (4.4.45). If we vary with respect to x , and substitute the 
result back into (5.5.37), we find the n = 0 action; on the other hand, if we vary with 


respect to ¢,, we find the n = -+ action. In detail, we have, from the variation with 


respect to x. 


X =InG (5.5.38) 


and hence (5.5.37) becomes 


= / d‘z d'9 E-'(GinG — G) (5.5.39) 


Because G is linear, the second term can be dropped. Since E'G =G= E-'G, (see 
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(5.3.63)), using (5.3.63) we obtain the action (5.5.35) with the compensator G in a gen- 


eral gauge: 
Ge * [ae d‘9 EG(InG — 5Vs) (5.5.40) 
This action is scale and U(1) invariant. 


Alternatively, variation with respect to $° gives (7 + R)V xX =0 and hence 
X =In@+In® : V;® = 0, so that again using the linearity of G to eliminate the terms 


Giln® +h. c., we obtain 


—_—_ asl / d‘cd‘0 E06 , (5.5.41) 
K 
i.e., the n = -5 action (5.5.5a). 
The duality transformation from the n = — : supergravity theory to the n = 0 the- 


ory, as described above, can be reversed through a straightforward covariantization of 
the reverse dual transform (4.4.38) (compare to (4.4.42)). Both forms of the duality 
transform can be performed even in systems where the supergravity multiplet is coupled 


to matter multiplets (just as in sec. 4.4.c.2); however, though any n = 0 system can be 


“converted” to an n= -5 system, the reverse transformation is possible only if the 
— -5 system is R-invariant, and hence the action can be written so that it depends 
on the n = — : compensator (tensor or density type) in the combination ®® or od. 


Analogous duality transformations that are the covariantization of those described 
at the end of sec. 4.5.b. can be used to relate n = — F and nonminimal supergravity sys- 
tems. 

The form of the superspace action for n = 0 reveals a characteristic common to 
most extended supersymmetric theories. Naively, we might expect actions to take a geo- 
metrical form i) dz E~'IL( field strengths). However, we can easily see that for N >3, 


even if dz is a chiral measure, there are no quantities of proper dimensions to form such 
an action for global or local supersymmetry. Our experience with the n= 0 theory 


shows that it is possible, after solving constraints, to find quantities like V; that we may 
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call “semiprepotentials” or “precurvatures”, without which the action cannot be written. 
Thus, the unconstrained superfield approach becomes increasingly important, since such 


precurvatures are actually found as intermediate steps in solving constraints. 


i.2. Cosmological term 
To the Poincaré supergravity action we can add a supersymmetric cosmological 
term (for a discussion of global deSitter supersymmetry, see sec. 5.7). For n = — 7 we 


have 


ieee Oe / d‘z d?6 ¢? + hic. (5.5.42) 


or 7 Sy we cou. WIYrlte a ype Ot COSMO ogica term using e rorm oO. 3 
F 5/0 ice tee pe ok {apical ine the toma: (5. 5012 


but that term contains inverse powers of the scalar auxiliary field; for n = 0, R = 0 and 
hence it is impossible to write a cosmological term (these difficulties arise because the 
cosmological term is not R-invariant). One other interesting feature of the cosmological 
term for nonminimal supergravity is that the sum of (5.5.12) (with Wenig) = 1) and 
(5.5.5b) (with JZ,.,, = 1) leads to a spontaneous breaking of supersymmetry. The result- 
ing field equations are such that it is not possible to construct an anti-deSitter back- 


ground which is supersymmetric (see sec. 5.7). 


i.8. Conformal supergravity 


Next we consider the action for conformal supergravity. It is just the covariantiza- 


tion of the linearized expression (5.2.6): 


S conf = i d'xd°0 @° (Waay)” - (5.5.43) 


The conformal field strength W,;, depends on ¢ only through a proportionality factor 


aby 
dice. so all ¢ dependence cancels. The form of (5.5.43) is valid only for the minimal the- 
ory. It can be extended to the nonminimal theory by the use of (5.5.12). For n = 0 even 
this insufficient, again because R = 0. This does not imply that conformal supergravity 
does not exist; it is n-independent. Instead the action for conformal supergravity takes 
a form similar to the three-dimensional supergravity topological mass term with W,,, 


taking the place of the three-dimensional G and G,, and R the place of the three- 


apy? 
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dimensional R (see (2.6.47)). 


j. Field equations 


To obtain covariant field equations from the action by functional differentiation 
with respect to the supergravity superfields, which are not covariant themselves, we 


define a modified functional variation, as we did for super-Yang-Mills (see (4.2.48)): 


AH =e "Se" or AQNSe%be® , AN = (bee ; (5.5.44a) 


Ad = 5(¢°) . (5.5.44b) 
The equations of motion for supergravity with action given by (5.5.4) and the cosmologi- 
cal term (5.5.42) can then be shown to be 


AS 
AH4 


AS 


ae we -(R-—AV=0 . (5.5.45) 


=-—«°G,=0 ; 


The covariantized field equation for H °4 is the same as that obtained by the background 
field method (the variation A is the same as the background-quantum splitting lin- 
earized in the quantum field). The derivation of this field equation will be described in 
more detail when we describe this splitting in sec. 7.2. The @ equation is easily obtained 


using (5.2.71,5.3.56,5.5.34,42). 


To obtain covariant field equations for a covariantly chiral superfield, it is neces- 
sary to define a suitable functional derivative. This can be done in any of three ways: 
(1) by first using the flat-space definition for differentiation by 7, and using the relation 
(5.5.2); (2) by covariantizing the flat-space form in a way that satisfies the correct 
covariant chirality condition; or (3) by expressing the chiral superfield as the field 


strength of a general superfield. The result is: 
= (WTR) (z—2') , (5.5.46) 


where, for n 4 — 7 V is U(1) covariant. The resulting field equations for a scalar multi- 
plet are thus the same as in the global case except that D? is replaced with V+ R. 
The field equations for supergravity coupled to a scalar multiplet are (for n = — 7 and 


using the action (5.5.14)) 
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— 


Kk Gas = 3 [Van —(Van(Van) +7NnGaal 


rR = (V?+ R)q=0. (5.5.47) 


When a self-interaction term is added, the G equation is unchanged, but R becomes 
nonzero (except for the superconformal coupling 7°). In the last equation we have used 
the equation of motion of the scalar multiplet. Alternatively, terms in field equations 
proportional to other field equations can be removed in general even off shell by field 
redefinitions in the action. (To remove terms proportional to the field equations of ~», 


from the field equations of 7, a field redefinition of the form w, = ¢1', wo = W.'+ f 
He... ee OOS OF 

Sy Shy Saha Sapy” 
redefinition is 7 = ¢ ‘ny! = 1! — yn! +--+, which removes all ¢ dependence from the 


modifies the field equations to ) In this case, the appropriate field 


scalar-multiplet action (see sec. 7.10.c). 


For the coupled supergravity- Yang-Mills system (sec. 5.5.h), the field equations for 
Yang-Mills are still { V°,W,, } =0, while the supergravity equations are 


K?Gjs=g trW.W, , «’R=0 . (5.5.48) 


We have dropped terms in the G equation proportional to the Yang-Mills field equation. 
These terms, which in this case are not Yang-Mills gauge covariant, can again be elimi- 


nated by a field redefinition (again see sec. 7.10.c). 


Although we have only considered n = — : for simplicity, covariant variation with 
respect to the compensators for the other versions of supergravity can also be defined 
analogously. In both n=O and nonminimal theories the important point to note in 
defining the covariant variations is that the unconstrained compensators for both theo- 
ries are spinors (TY = D 0! for the nonminimal theory and ¢, for n= 0). Thus func- 


tional differentiation in these cases lead to spinorial equations of motion. 
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5.6. From superspace to components 


a. General considerations 


So far in our discussion of supergravity we have concentrated exclusively on 
superspace and superfields. On the other hand, somewhere in this formalism a super- 
gravity theory in ordinary spacetime is being described. The question arises how to 
extract from a superspace formulation information about component fields. We know 
how to do this in the global supersymmetry case, and here we will describe the corre- 
sponding procedure in local supersymmetry, and derive the tensor calculus of component 
supergravity. We cannot use D and D to define the components of superfields by pro- 
jection as in global superspace, since this would not be covariant with respect to local 


supersymmetry. 


To discuss component supergravity, we must first choose a Wess-Zumino gauge in 
which the K-transformations have been used to set to zero all supergravity components 
that can be gauged away algebraically. A Wess-Zumino gauge is necessary so that 
results for noncovariant quantities (i.e. gauge fields) can be derived along with those for 
covariant quantities. We can then derive transformation laws for the remaining super- 
gravity components as well as components of other superfields and exhibit supercovari- 
antization and the commutator algebra of local supersymmetry at the component level. 
We derive multiplication rules for local (covariantly chiral) scalar multiplets, and write 
the component form of the integration measures (density formulae), from which compo- 
nent actions can be obtained. All the results reflect the underlying superspace geometry 
and can be obtained for any N, imposing as few constraints as possible (preferably 
none). This implies that superspace geometry is more general than a component tensor 
calculus which follows from a choice of constraints on superspace torsions and/or curva- 
tures. The final form of the tensor calculus is determined by which solution of the 


Bianchi identities is utilized. 


We begin with a general superspace for N-extended supergravity. (We will special- 
ize to N =1 whenever needed.) In such a superspace we have a vielbein E4™” which 
describes supergravity. We also introduce a number of connection superfields ®,’ for 
tangent space symmetries such as Lorentz rotations, scale transformations, SU (N)-rota- 


tions, central charges, etc. These superfields are combined with operators Dy and M, 
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to form a supercovariant derivative 
Va=E,+0,'M, ; (ee le aa oe 5 (5.6.1) 


where M, are the generators of the tangent space symmetries. The é-subscript is a label 
that runs over all the generators of the tangent space symmetries. For instance, in 
N=1, n#0 supergravity M, = (Mag, M ,:)- The realization of these generators is 
specified by giving their action on an arbitrary tangent vector X ,.. Thus, for some set of 


matrices (M,) 4? we have 
[M,,X 4] = (M,) 4° AB. (5.6.2) 
We write Dy = Dy* Ue, +Ty-'M, for fixed matrices Dy" and Ty’ where Dy — 54% 
M M 95,N uM My, M M M M 
and Ty,’ vanish at 6 = 0 (see sec. 3.4.c). We assume the vielbein is invertible; specifi- 


cally, we assume that we can always find a coordinate system (or gauge) in which we can 


write 
V4g=O4tAy . (5.6.3) 
The gauge transformations of V, are given as usual by 
Vg Sey ge (5.6.4) 
The parameter K is a superfield which is also expanded over 1D y and iM, 
K=K™iDy + KM, , (5.6.5a) 


and is subject to a reality condition K = (Kk). We can equally well expand the parame- 


ter K over the covariant derivatives V4 and M;: 


K = K*4iV, + (K¢ — K48,4iM, , 


= K*iV,+ KM, . (5.6.5b) 


A gauge transformation of an arbitrary covariant superfield quantity is always generated 
by acting with iK as in (5.6.4). For infinitesimal transformations of supercovariant 


quantities this implies that we simply act on the quantity with the operator ik. 
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b. Wess-Zumino gauge for supergravity 


We define components of covariant quantities (matter fields, torsions and curva- 
tures) using the local generalization of the covariant projection method introduced in a 
global context: these components are the 6, 8 independent projections of the superfields 
and their covariant derivatives. We define components of gauge fields E,", ®,° by 
choosing a special gauge and then projecting as on covariant quantities. This Wess- 
Zumino gauge choice reduces the superspace gauge transformations to component gauge 
transformations: It uses all but the 6, 8 independent part of K to algebraically gauge 
away the noncovariant pieces of the higher components of the gauge fields (the lowest 
components remain as the spacetime component gauge fields). We use the notation X| 
to mean the 6, @ independent part of any superfield quantity X; if X is an operator 
X™iDy + X“iM,, then X| is the operator X™“ id, + X“|iM,; we use Dy;| = Oy and do 
not set Ou, oF to zero. In particular, we define the components of the covariant deriva- 


tives by Vel, VaVcl, VaVeVcl; VaViVel, etc. 


We define the usual component gauge fields by 


Vo) = ey Ow > VH0, ats p Ld, + ¢.°M, 


=D, + v.40, + Oe 6 (5.6.6) 


where ec,” is the component inverse vierbein, w,£,W~,£ are the component gravitino 


fields, and ¢,° are the component gauge fields of the component tangent space symme- 


tries. (For M, = (M ar 4 ) these gauge fields are the Lorentz spin connections ¢,," 
and bai.) From the infinitesimal transformation law dV, = |[iK ,V,] =—i0,K +---, 
we see that these components transform as spacetime gradients of the gauge parameters, 
which justifies the definition. We have also introduced the ordinary spacetime covariant 
derivative D, =e, + ¢,"M, (cf. 5.1.15). Covariantly transforming components of the 


supergravity multiplet (e.g. auxiliary fields) appear as components of the torsions and 


curvatures. 


We now derive the first few components of the covariant derivatives. We begin by 
exploiting the existence of a Wess-Zumino gauge. From the infinitesimal transformation 


law 6V, = [iK ,V,], using (5.6.3) we find 
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5A,| = —i0,K +--- 


= [iK,V,]|=K. (5.6.7) 


and hence, by using the V, component of K, i.e., K%,, we can choose a gauge A,| = 0 


or 
Val =Oq - (5.6.8) 


We have thus determined V4]. We can proceed to find the higher-order terms in a 


straightforward manner. Thus to find V,V4| we start with 
6(VaVa) = K,VoVe! - (5.6.9) 
Then 
O(VaVg)| = —t0,0gK +--- . (5.6.10) 


Since {0, ,03} =0 we can gauge away [V,, V,] but not {V,,V,}. However, the latter 
is covariant: It can be expressed in terms of torsions and curvatures. Hence in this 


gauge we find the V, component of V4: 
1 i: 1 
VaVal = 5 {Vas Vahl = 5 Fas Vel + 5Ros'|Mi . (5.6.11) 
In the same way, we find the Va component of Vg: 


1 
Te3° Vol at: 5 Pag |My (5.6.12) 


Similarly, we find the next component of V,; we first observe that because 


Val = Oa, we have 


Val = Dy + Wy2V,) + WtVs (5.6.13) 
Then we compute 
VaVs ~~ [Vo ’ Vall za ViVaol 
= [Va, Voll + DiVal + :2V,Val + Bi2V5Val - (5.6.14) 


Using (5.6.8,11,12) we obtain 
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C 
VaVs = Le Vol a Roa |M, oF dy’ [M,, Val] 


ieee es 
+ 5 02[Pio? Vel + Ryo'|Mi] + 5 PtP se°Vel + Ryg'|Mi] (5.6.15) 


Thus we have found V,V |. We can find higher components, but what we have is suff- 
cient for the applications we give below. We have obtained these formulae without 


imposing any constraints. 


The procedure we have described uses all the higher components (projections with 
more V’s) of K to eliminate the noncovariant pieces of V, and V, and defines the Wess- 
Zumino gauge. The remaining gauge transformations, determined by the @ independent 
term K|, are just the usual component transformations. Coordinate transformations are 


determined by 


(or equivalently covariant translations ik ¢7| = — A*(«)D, = — A770, — A*(¢,"M,)). 


Tangent space gauge transformations are determined by 
iK pg| = — (x) M, 3 (5.6.17) 
and supersymmetry transformations are determined by 


iK9| = — &(x)d, — &(2)d. 


= —(x)Vq| — A(x)Vq (5.6.18) 


However, to stay in the Wess-Zumino gauge, the K transformations must be 
restricted: the higher components are expressed in terms of K|. For example, V,| = 0, 
implies: 

60,=0= [1K , Vall, (5.6.19a) 


so that 


0=- [K? Vp, Vall _ [K’M,,Va]| 


=— K*[Vp,Vo}l + (Va, K?}Val — KM, Vell + [Va,KM., — (6.6.19b) 


and hence 
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VK? | — A Gas! is ae K*\(M,) 4° 


Vek SK Ree") (5.6.20) 


Similarly, we can find the higher components of K from the higher components of V, 
and the requirement that the Wess-Zumino gauge is maintained. It turns out that in the 
Wess-Zumino gauge (5.6.16) holds to all orders in 6 i.e., K gc has no higher components, 
whereas both Ars and Kg have higher components depending on the component fields, 
the gauge parameters, and in general, the gradients of the parameters. Thus, in the 


local case, we cannot write —iKg = €°Q, +€2Q; for some operator Q,. The higher 


order terms in iK 7s are always proportional to the matrices (M),2, (M) Pt hence for 
internal symmetries as compared to tangent space symmetries, iK 7g has no higher com- 


ponents and (5.6.17) is exact. 


c. Commutator algebra 


As another application of the use of the Wess-Zumino gauge supersymmetry gen- 
erator, we derive the commutator algebra of local component supersymmetry. In this 
gauge we use the differential operator 7K’g as the local supersymmetry generator for the 
component formulation of supergravity. Since the supersymmetry generator is field 
dependent, we can indicate this by writing 7K g(€;w) where ~ denotes all of the z-space 
fields contained in 7A’g. This means that care must be taken in defining the commutator 
of two such transformations. Let us imagine performing sequentially on 7 two supersym- 
metry transformations with parameters €, and «,. The first transformation is obtained 
from ik g(€;~)n, where we have dropped the commutator notation, keeping in mind 
that iKg is an operator. The second transformation is implemented by 
1K g(e1; W + do)iK g(€;)n. Therefore, the correct way to compute the commutator 


algebra is from the definition 


However, by looking at the form of the supersymmetry generator in (5.6.18) we note 
that iKg| has no field dependent terms. This implies [7K g,,iKg,]| corresponds to the 
usual commutator [ik 9(e, ~) ,7#Kg(€, ~)], and this is all we need to find the component 


commutator algebra. Taking the expression for iKg from (5.6.18) and using the Wess- 
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Zumino gauge-preserving condition |[iK , V,]| = 0 (see (5.6.19)), we obtain 
[iK 9, Kg] = a%e2{Vo, Va} + He ok{V ag, V5} + (ate 28 + F202){VaVsH 
(5.6.22) 


Comparing the right hand side of the above equation to iK ¢c|, iK 7s| and iK g| we find 


1K 49 = iK eo(A™) + iK 75(A‘) + iK g(e) 5 


rN ed [(e,2@ 2 + &12e5)T 3° + 61627 a5* + € °° 54] as 5 
L vw B,>8B : 
M = — [(e%Eo° +E Fen")(R 5! ab Tg Pe’) 


ks €:2€,8 (Rag! ‘ T a°®,") 4+ @1%e,8(R Pg i “®.")| , 


& = — [(e%e 26 + E1Fe%)(T 3! + Tg ve!) 


+ 626.2 (Tag? + Tash) + 18 2(T A + T ebe)). (5.6.23) 


These results show how the commutator algebra of local supersymmetry is com- 
pletely determined by superspace geometry. In particular the field dependence of the 
local algebra is a consequence of only considering component fields which are present in 


the WZ gauge. The full result for (5.6.21), to all orders in @ is given by 


Kg, 1K g,] = iKac(A™) + tk 79(\5 v') + 1K elev’) , 


=v t dob — 6a). (5.6.24) 


d. Local supersymmetry and component gauge fields 


We now derive the supersymmetry variation of the component gauge fields. We 


obtain these by evaluating a superfield equation at 0 = 0 
dV q| = [t&a; Vall « (5.6.25) 


From (5.6.13) we have 
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GA V4 =1kV,| — Vaik| 
— (AV, +22V,)V,| — DyiK| — v¥2VyiK| — DAV yiK|. (5.6.26) 
Using the Wess-Zumino gauge condition (5.6.19a,17), we rewrite this as 
[iK , Vall = —(@V3+e2V Val — Dik | — peiKVg| — iKV A 
= — (EV5V,) + <8Y V4) + D,(EV5+ e2Y .)| 
+ ¥L(2V, + E20 ,)Vo| + DAHaV, +21V,)V5] . (5.6.27) 
Expanding over 0,,, V,| and M,, and using (5.6.10,11,15) we find: 


bqeat = — (ET yt + AT ot + C2 + ATs 4 


Sq? = Dye — A(T aq? + T ga°He*) — ELL a? # T pada ) 
— (22+ DAL + Tye) 
— Ay (Tyo + Tabet) — AAT yA + Tye), 
Saba! = — A( Ryu’ + Tga*dbe) — F2(R yg! + T gues!) 


— (fey t+ eb a")(Ry3! + Py side!) 


= Pap. Rg,! a T tbe! = zeap, A (Ry," ot T yi°be! ye (5.6.28) 


These results can be specialized to N = 1, n = — , superspace, and using the solution to 


constraints and Bianchi identities we can deduce the transformation law for e,” and w,’: 
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dQea” = i(e’p,” an EP le as™ y) (5.6.29a) 


dq” = Dye? + 1& 395," — te, A" 5 


— iE” + DY, 9° . (5.6.29b) 


The transformation law of the gravitino can be simplified somewhat by considering the 
supersymmetry variation of Wm . (The last term in (5.6.29b) is absent as a consequence 
of (5.6.29a).) The auxiliary fields S and A, are defined as R| and G,| respectively; con- 
sequently, their transformations can be found directly because R and G, are covariant 
(see below). These covariant definitions of the minimal auxiliary fields are the general- 


izations of the linearized expressions of (5.2.8) and (5.2.73). 
We should point out that the results for dg¢,° are valid for gauged internal sym- 


metries (such as U(1), SU(2), etc.) also. In this case (M,),2 = 0, (M,) 42 = 0 and the 


L 


quantities Ry,” are the field strengths for the internal symmetry gauge superfield. 
Therefore the formulae in (5.6.28) contains part of the tensor calculus for a matter vec- 
tor multiplet. The covariant components of such a multiplet are treated just like those 


of any covariant multiplet, e.g., a chiral scalar multiplet. 


e. Superspace field strengths 


To simplify calculations with component gauge fields it is convenient to define 
supercovariant field strengths (quantities which transform without derivatives of the 


local supersymmetry parameter). We begin by computing 


[Va » Vall oa [D.,D,] ae (Diatsj")O, of (Dji)2)05 


+ (Gja)°bi2)O5 + (Pjas?Pw2)Os - (5.6.30) 
The ordinary spacetime torsions and curvatures are defined by (see (5.1.17)) 


[D,, Ds) = tasSD. + ras'M, , (5.6.31a) 


where 


t ie = Cis: + Pa’ (M1) 5° ; (5.6.31b) 
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le eee y (5.6.31c) 


Is 
o 
IS 
| 
ie) 

Lo 


Tab = EaOn — "Cas Co On On Fs (5.6.31d) 


and [M,,,M,,] = fu, ?M.,. We define a curvature for Wao by 


= eat — Carat — Vp Pays? - (5.6.32) 


We now have all the z-space field strengths. From the fact that e,”, W,?, and ¢," are 
gauge fields, tay“, t.,2, and r,,” are the appropriate field strengths. The field strength 
associated with M5 (and M aps Parad = Taya is the Riemann curvature tensor. With 


these definitions we can express the superspace torsion and curvatures at 0 = 0 as 


Tan” = tas” + bio Tay® + Via L gy + Ya Bal 52 


+ debi 9 + Ba WyeT 32° , (5.6.33) 


Rae =Tay + War Resi’ + Dia Ry, 


+ UylbyeRge’ + vbthy Reet + PadiER ye! (5.6.34) 
We have used 
[Vas Vall = [Vals Vall + Ya2V,Val + Ba2V Val (5.6.35) 


and (5.6.15). We see these tensors differ from their x-space analogs (5.1.17,18) by addi- 
tional gravitino terms. The superspace field strengths are covariant: Therefore the 


6 = 0 projections of (5.6.33,34) are the supercovariant z-space field strengths. 


For the gauge fields of internal symmetries, covariant field strengths are also neces- 
sary. These field strengths are defined by exactly the same formulae as the curvatures 


above. 
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f. Supercovariant supergravity field strengths 


We now use the explicit solution of the n = — . Bianchi identities to obtain from 


(5.6.33,34) the component field strengths. The solution of the Bianchi identities contains 
all of the necessary information about the torsions and curvatures. For the torsions and 
curvatures with at least one lower spinorial index, we substitute from (5.2.81) into the 


left hand side of (5.6.33). 
Considering first T’,,’ we find 
Pap) = tas” + t( HapG" 5 — YraG"g) — af D308" — Wyg5q’) R. (5.6.36) 


This equation is correct to 6-independent order and thus a supercovariant gravitino field 


strength, f,,’, is defined by 


ts = Dis) 


(5.6.37) 


For T,,5 we use (5.6.33) in a slightly different way. Along with the torsions with 
at least one lower spinorial index, we also substitute for T,,“ on the right side. This 


yields 
ab” 2+ aay apy! = uC afd 10"; — C 43607G") (5.6.38) 


Now we can take this result, use it to solve for the component spin-connection, and thus 


obtain a second order formalism. Before doing this it is convenient to observe that 

; d 

i( CapCasG s = C55 C a as ) = Ging ; (5.6.39) 
so that @,», can be expressed as 


_ _ 1 
Pabe = p(e) Cube +is = Voaea a PiasY 4 B _ Vy ay Prj4) — 5 cabo AY (5.6.40) 


where $(€)q5- is defined in (5.1.19). 


Finally the supercovariantized Riemann curvature tensor is treated analogously to 
T»’. We begin by substituting from (5.2.81) for the curvatures with at least one spino- 


rial index. 


Rays = Tab 76 te Ra (406) + if [ ai a4 
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1 € = > 
=F e( CVG ng + (VgR)CaqCop)] — (4d). (5.6.41) 


However, we must carry out one further step before we have an expression which can be 
evaluated in terms of component fields. We must eliminate V,G 5B VR, and W 3.5 from 
this expression. This can be done by considering the coefficients of V., on both sides of 


(5.2.81). On the left hand side we find f,,7, while on the right hand side W,3,, V.G_:, 
ao By a~ vB 


and V,R appear. We can therefore solve for these quantities in terms of f,,’ which is 


expressed in terms of component fields in (5.6.36). 


1 


W apy = Ty Faden > (5.6.42a) 

Lp e 1 — . 
VeGs= = 5 lfade p= 3 Coat a 7s) (5.6.42b) 
Volt =— 3 = fag Ba (5.6.42c) 


ayy 


These expressions can now be substituted into (5.6.41) which results in a well defined (at 


the component level) supercovariantized Riemann curvature tensor. 


As a by-product of this process we have also derived the component supersymme- 
try transformation law of the auxiliary fields A, and S$ where $= R| and A, = G,|. 


These are supercovariants and hence their supersymmetry variations are given by, 


bq Aq = 1K QG,| = ~5leF,; Oya 5 bat a,"; a nies 5 (5.6.43a) 


§q8 =iKgRl|=— FEF," . (5.6.43b) 


g. Tensor calculus 


The component rules for the manipulation of locally supersymmetric quantities 
are called the tensor calculus for supergravity theories. These rules give a component by 
component description of supersymmetric theories. Superfields on the other hand pro- 
vide a concise description of these theories in much the same way that vector notation 
provides a more concise description of Maxwell’s equations. Superfields can always be 
reduced to their component field content in the case of global supersymmetry and in this 


section we discuss the analogous procedure in the locally supersymmetric case. 
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As an example, let us consider for N =1 supergravity a local scalar multiplet 


described by a covariantly chiral superfield 7, Vz7 = 0. The component fields of this 
multiplet are defined by projection 


A= il) 5 
a = Van y) 
FHV" . (5.6.44) 


The infinitesimal supersymmetry transformations of all quantities are obtained by com- 


mutation with iA g(e). Thus, using (5.6.18) 


dgA = iK g(€)n| sa eV on =F. CW, ’ 
Sota = — (OV p+ 2°V4)Vanl 


1 = xs 
=—[(5{Va, Va} + CapV?) + E°{Va, Vital - (5.6.45) 


At this point, no specific choice of auxiliary fields for supergravity has been made. The 
only constraints on the superspace torsions necessary are those which follow as consis- 
tency requirements for the existence of chiral superfields, i.e., the representation-preserv- 


ing constraints. Using the solution to the Bianchi identities for the case of N = 1, 


n= : supergravity we obtain 
bila = foF — @°(V, sn]. (5.6.46) 
Using (5.6.6), we have 


Satta = €aF — 1€°(DygA t Paa',) - (5.6.47) 


The last expression illustrates the concept of a supercovariant derivative at the compo- 
nent level. The combination [D,A+ w,’w,], which generalizes the ordinary covariant 
derivative D,A, transforms without a term proportional to D,e’. Thus, this combina- 
tion of fields is covariant with respect to a local component supersymmetry transforma- 


tion. Finally, for the transformation law for the auxiliary field we find 
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gk =—(V, + &°V 4) Vn 
= E*ED" 3, a AP stbp _ ip” ao F ~ v'e"(D,34 is P43) | + Sey 
= — F%[iD*, — AP slg + Set, - (5.6.48) 


(Analogous transformations for a chiral scalar multiplet can be found for n 4 -5 by 


using the appropriate solution to the Bianchi identities.) On the second line above we 


have introduced the notation D,~, for the supercovariant derivative of the spinor mat- 
ter field. 


We can also find the components of the product of two different multiplets in 
terms of the components of the original multiplets. Thus, for example, a product of two 
chiral scalar multiplets described by chiral superfields 1,, 7. is the scalar multiplet 


described by the chiral superfield 13 = 7,79: 


A3 =| = A, A2 , 
(W3)a = Valmne)| = ([Vamlne + M2[Vare])| = (Vi)oA2 + Ai(Wa)a 5 
F3; = V?(mn)| = ((V?mlne + [Vm] [Vane] + m[V?n2])| 


= F\A,+ (w1)" (We) +A, FP, . (5.6.49) 


The components of ®; transform according to (5.6.45,47,48). This multiplication law is 
just like in the global case (3.6.11). 


Another possible product of two scalar multiplets is found by taking the product of 
a chiral superfield 7, and an antichiral superfield 7; this gives the complex general 


scalar superfield UV = 7,77: 


v| = A, Ay ) 
VU = Wa Ay ’ 


V7 = FAs 5 
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[Va ,Val¥| = Wiebog ’ 


(V? + R)V,U| = Fovia + iy" (D 541) , 
V°(V? + RV aU] = — dio MD + AMG, 5 + Gy? — MD, + 24s)" 


+ 2F.F, — (D°’A,)(D, gAi) - (5.6.50) 


where we have used (V?+ R)V,7 = 0 which can be obtained from (5.4.16). Note the 


appearance of the supercovariant derivative D,. 


We can also give the components of a chiral superfield made out of an antichiral 
one 7, =(V* + R)7. This is sometimes called the kinetic multiplet. Its components 


are: 


. BS as By 
(Wie = (iD; Tr A.) 3 ie p) 
Fy = ((D*+ i84)D, — 5 Rya,09? —485)A—45F — =F 5°27? . (5.6.51) 
where we have made use of the result 
VR+2RR=—— Rag ts0 (5.6.52) 


The z-space supercovariant curvature Roa 3 in (5.6.51) is given by (5.6.41). The 


computation of these results is straightforward but tedious. All of the above results have 


made extensive use of the commutator algebra in (5.2.82). 
As a further example of component tensor calculus, we consider the vector multi- 


plet. The local components are defined in the same way as in the global case (4.3.5), 


but with V4 replaced by V4, the supergravity and Yang-Mills covariant derivative. The 


field strengths and Bianchi identities for the vector multiplet take the forms 


YM — PYM = 
FM = F™ ,=0, 
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aa = Cats + Coal a3 ; 
VW SV Se SO (5.6.53) 


The quantity a is a supercovariant field strength (see below). The local components of 


the multiplet are thus defined by 


=T,| ,%=W.™| , D'=-i5v°w.™| (5.6.54) 


The supersymmetry variations of the covariant components ,\, and D’, are obtained as 


with the components of the chiral multiplet (see (5.6.46)). 
daQr = ers + i€,D’ 5 


ile TB — a 
gD! = 5 ( € D3” aa) "D, ) , (5.6.55) 


where Dd," is the supercovariant derivative of A, 


sone GF 4 By _ BY ! 


This follows from (5.6.13) and the Bianchi identities of the vector multiplet (4.2.90) 


which are valid in a curved superspace. The quantity ak (and its conjugate i 3) can be 


calculated in the same way as (5.6.41) from ( 5.6.34,53) 


v3 1 ay; ya “7 od 
fop = 51 Pada” + ACY fad") + (Bias, As) ] 5 (5.6.57) 


where f*™ ap is the ordinary xz-space Yang-Mills field strength. For the transformation 
law of v,, we use (5.6.28). (Even though the derivation of that result was for the gauge 
fields for tangent space symmetries, it also applies to the gauge fields for internal sym- 


metries.) 


bQUa = t(€grAg + Era) — Pda? + Ea’ )U a5 (5.6.58) 


Just as for the gravitino tansformation law in (5.6.29b), the last two terms above are 
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absent if we consider the transformation law of v,,. 


We have presented the above results for N = 1, n = -5 supergravity; they can be 
generalized to all n by using the appropriate set of Bianchi identities (5.4.16-17). 


In our discussion of global supermultiplets we found a large number of gauge mul- 
tiplets where the component gauge field was not a spin-one field (for example the tensor 
multiplet). Since we gave a completely geometrical treatment of these multiplets using 
p-forms within global supersymmetry, their extension to the locally supersymmetric case 
(i.e., transformation laws, supercovariant field strengths, etc.) is obtained by the 
straightforward generalization of the methods which we used to treat the spin-one case. 
The only complication that can occur is that the existence of the unconstrained prepo- 
tential must be consistent with the set of constraints that describe the supergravity 
background. An example of an N =1 multiplet for which the superfield extension to 
local supersymmetry is not known is the matter gravitino multiplet. This is not surpris- 
ing since a second supersymmetry (i.e., N = 2 supersymmetry) is required for the consis- 


tency of the equations of motion for the matter gravitino. 


h. Component actions 


Finally we give formulae to obtain component actions from the N =1 n= -5 
superspace actions 
= / GEO 0.0" Tra (5.6.59a) 
So= / ere Sac ake | Sp a (5.6.59b) 
We first have 
Sy — jets e '[V? a iP sVo ae 39 + 5 Papal Oy |eniratl : 
(5.6.60) 


To derive (5.6.60) there are several steps. First, using (5.5.9) and choosing IL = R~', we 


see that ¢? = D°E~'R™'. This is a density under x-space coordinate transformations. 


1 


But in x-space, a density is e ~ multiplied possibly by a dimensionless x-space scalar. 
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No such dimensionless scalars can be constructed in the minimal theory. Therefore ¢° at 
lowest order in 9 must be proportional to e~'. (It should be noted that there are no 
explicit factors of « anywhere except that multiplying the supergravity action.) This sit- 
uation is not true for the nonminimal theories, in which it is possible to construct a 
dimensionless scalar from some of the additional auxiliary fields. This is precisely what 
happens for the F-type density for the nonminimal theory, and is responsible for the 
nonpolynomiality discussed in subsec. 5.5.f.3. 

Once we know that the lowest component of ¢° is e~', we derive (5.6.60) by multi- 
plying e~' by the highest component F of a chiral superfield and performing a supersym- 
metry transformation. This generates a term proportional to F' times the gravitino, 
which we can cancel by adding to e'F a term proportional to Pe athe. This new term 


generates supersymmetry variations proportional to DA times the gravitino. These can 


be canceled by adding a term proportional to YA to the starting point. Finally, we 
determine the contribution of the SA term by canceling variations proportional to 7,9. 
By dimensional analysis, there can be no other contributions, and we have obtained the 


density formula of (5.6.60). 


To find the corresponding expression for S,, we use 
S,= jes dO (V? + R) Lyenerat (5.6.61) 


and the formula (5.6.60) for the chiral case. The covariant derivatives act on the super- 


fields in the Lagrangian and project out the components. 


As a simple example, we compute the mass term for a chiral superfield 7: 
s= zm f daa e1 
= zm / d'z ec '[2FA + Wy + i203), A 


+ (35 + 5 Bacal O" 47 - (5.6.62) 


1 . : 
As a second example we compute the N =1, n=-— 3 component supergravity action 


and cosmological term. 
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From (5.5.4,34) we have 


1 -1,;1 a of abcd 7, 
ee / dee [Ary — et Douay — 319!) (5.6.63) 


ad, B, 


This is the component form of the supergravity action with the improved spin connec- 
tion. The axial vector auxiliary field is present implicitly in the first term since the spin 
connection, as defined in (5.6.40), depends on A,. If we separate out from ¢(e),,. the 
contribution of A, it appears only quadratically in the action. In particular, there is a 
cancellation among terms of the form AW Wace which come from the first two terms in 


the action. 


For the cosmological term from (5.5.42) and using (5.6.60), we have 


D cosine = AK? / d‘x d°0 ¢° + h.c. 


= de? f ata e [39 + 5 Pua P" 9) + h.c.| (5.6.64) 


The cosmological term contains at the component level an apparent mass term for the 
gravitino. However, in the deSitter background geometry the gravitino is actually mass- 


less, since it is still a gauge field. 


In closing we make two observations: Although (5.6.61) was computed after the 
constraints were imposed on the covariant derivatives, in principle one can compute such 
an action formula without imposing any constraints at all. This follows because the 
transformation laws for the components of the totally unconstrained superspace are 
directly obtainable from (5.6.28) and, for matter multiplets, from equations analogous to 
(5.6.45-48). A large number of auxiliary fields defined as the 6 = 0 value of the various 
superspace torsions will enter such a construction. Among these occurs an auxiliary field 


which is a Lagrange multiplier that multiplies e~'. 


(The variation of this Lagrange mul- 
tiplier will constrain the geometry of z-space.) Clearly this is unacceptable, and we have 
seen how, for N = 1 supergravity, this can be avoided. However, understanding the role 


of such fields may be necessary to understand N > 4 off-shell theories. 


The second point is that we lack at present a direct method for computing density 
formulae analogous to (5.6.60). We can always compute such a formula by hand: We 


start with e' x V?"W (where W is an arbitrary superfield) and perform supersymmetry 


334 5. CLASSICAL N=1 SUPERGRAVITY 


variations to obtain an entire density multiplet. What is lacking is a way to obtain this 


result without laborious calculation. 
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5.7. DeSitter supersymmetry 


In sec. 3.2.f, we discussed the super-deSitter algebra (3.2.14). Here we describe 
how supersymmetric deSitter covariant derivatives can be obtained from supergravity 
covariant derivatives. We first discuss the nonsupersymmetric analog. Nonsupersym- 
metric deSitter covariant derivatives can be obtained from gravitational covariant deriva- 
tives by eliminating all field components except the (density) compensating field (ie., 
the determinant of the metric or vierbein). This follows from the fact that in deSitter 
space the Weyl tensor vanishes, which says that there is no conformal (spin 2) part to 
the metric: It is “conformally flat”. On the other hand, the scalar curvature tensor is 


a nonzero constant r = 2\° (this is the gravity field equation). 


We can write e,7 = On. where ¢ is the compensator of (5.1.33). After setting 
the other components to zero, the action for deSitter gravity (Poincaré plus cosmological 
term) is just the action for a massless scalar field with a quartic self-interaction term. 
(The rest of gravity, the conformal part, is simply the locally conformal coupling of grav- 
ity to this scalar.) The equation of motion corresponding to the covariant equation 


r=. 
Dig = 2’¢° , (5.7.1) 
has the solution, with appropriate boundary conditions, 
@'=1-\2" . (6, 7.2) 
The deSitter covariant derivatives are now obtained from the gravity covariant deriva- 
tives of sec. 5.1 by substituting e," = @ 0%) with ¢~' given by (5.7.2). 


In the supersymmetric case, we start with the supergravity action and a cosmologi- 
cal term (5.5.16). We set H to zero, and solve for the chiral density compensator ¢: In 


super-deSitter space W 3, vanishes (as does G,,), while R=.. 


apy 
The action for the compensator is the massless Wess-Zumino action (again a con- 
formal action, whose superconformal coupling to H gives the deSitter supergravity 


action). The field equations in the chiral representation 
D¢=dr?¢? (5.7.3) 


have the solution 
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Oa Oe ss (5.7.4) 


The (real part of the) 6 = 0 component of ¢ is thus the gravity compensator of (5.7.1,2). 
The super-deSitter covariant derivatives are obtained by substituting this solution for @ 
(with H = 0) into the expressions for the supergravity covariant derivatives given in sec. 


5.2. 


The preceding discussion involved the n = -+ compensator ¢. For other n, we 
find strange pathologies: deSitter space cannot be described for n 4 -; in a globally 


(deSitter) supersymmetric way. For n= 3, empty deSitter space is described by 
R=, G,=W 


T,~A8,. This follows from the fact that the commutators of covariant derivatives must 


= 0, but for nonminimal n we would require G, =W,,, =0 with 


apy apy 


take the following form to describe deSitter superspace 


{Va,Ve}=—2AMog , {Va, Va} =iV [Vesa V3] = —2 AM asV 5 ‘ 


° 
aa ? 


[Va Vo] = 2A CopM s+ CysMas) - (5205) 


This requires spontaneous breakdown of N =1 supersymmetry, since T,, is a tensor: 
T,|=0 would imply 7, =0 if global (deSitter or other) supersymmetry were main- 
tained. (JT, must be nonzero for R to be nonzero in the nonminimal theory. See 


(5.2.80b)). For n = 0, G,=W 4,5, =0 already implies Minkowski space. 


apy 
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6.1. Introduction to supergraphs 


As we have seen in previous chapters, at the component level supersymmetric 
models are described by ordinary field theory Lagrangians, and their quantization and 
renormalization uses conventional methods. Evidently the quantum theory should be 
renormalized in a manner that preserves supersymmetry. Unless a manifestly supersym- 
metric regularization method is used, this requires applying the Ward-Takahashi identi- 


ties of supersymmetry at each order of perturbation theory. 


Supersymmetric models are in general less divergent than naive component power 
counting indicates, and this can be traced to the equality of numbers of bosonic and 
fermionic degrees of freedom, together with relations between coupling constants that 
are imposed by supersymmetry. We find that the vacuum energy (or, when (super)grav- 
ity is present, the cosmological term) receives no radiative corrections, and that, in 
renormalizable models, a common wave-function renormalization constant is sufficient to 
renormalize terms involving only scalar multiplet fields (the no renormalization theo- 
rem). A related result is a theorem that if the classical potential has a supersymmetric 
minimum (no spontaneous supersymmetry breaking), so does the effective potential to 


all orders of perturbation theory (no Coleman-Weinberg mechanism: see sec. 8.3.b). 


Improved convergence due to supersymmetry is also evident in supergravity. For 
all N, the S-matrix of (extended) supergravity is finite at the first two loops; we argue 
in sec.7.7 that it is also finite at less than N — 1 loops. In suitable supersymmetric 


gauges this finiteness also holds for the off-shell Green functions. 


In supersymmetric theories the one-loop superconformal anomalies (trace of the 
energy-momentum tensor, y-trace of the component supersymmetry current, and the 
divergence of the axial current) form a supersymmetric multiplet, the “supertrace”, so 


that their coefficients are equal. There exist other anomalies as well. We show in sec. 
7.10 that in nonminimal N = 1 supergravity (n 4 — 3 anomalies may be present in the 


Ward identities of local supersymmetry. Thus, in general, only minimal N = 1 super- 
gravity is consistent at the quantum level (but extended theories that have nonminimal 


N =1 supergravity as a submultiplet are consistent because of anomaly cancellation 
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mechanisms). 


Superfields greatly simplify classical calculations: Supersymmetric actions can be 
easily constructed, and the tensor calculus of supersymmetry becomes trivial. However, 
the greatest advantages of superfields appear at the quantum level. There are algebraic 
simplifications in supersymmetric Feynman graph (“supergraph”) calculations for a 
number of reasons: (1) compactness of notation, (2) decrease in the number of indices 
(e.g., the vector field A, is hidden inside the scalar superfield V), and (3) automatic can- 
cellation of component graphs related by supersymmetry (which would require separate 
calculation in component formulations). Furthermore, the use of superfields leads to 
power-counting rules which explain many component results and can be used to derive 
additional finiteness predictions, especially when combined with supersymmetric back- 


ground-field methods. 


Renormalization is much simpler in the superfield formalism. Supersymmetry is 
manifest and, as we discuss later, any regularization method that preserves translational 
invariance in superspace will maintain it. For gauge theories we can use supersymmetric 
gauge-fixing terms. By contrast component Wess-Zumino gauge calculations explicitly 
break supersymmetry and have the disadvantage that the Ward-Takahashi identities for 


global supersymmetry cannot be directly applied due to their nonlinearity. 


In this chapter and the next one we discuss the quantization of N = 1 superfield 
theories. We consider classical superfield actions S(WV) and use functional methods to 
construct the generating functional Z(J) and the effective action [(W). If UV is a gauge 
field we quantize covariantly, introducing gauge-fixing terms, gauge averaging, and 
superfield Faddeev-Popov ghosts. We then derive Feynman rules for supergraphs using 
superspace propagators A(z, 2z’,0,6'). The methods are completely analogous to those 
for component fields, but some new features are present: We must deal with constrained 
(chiral) superfields, and we encounter not only 70, =p, operators, but also spinor 
derivatives D, acting on the arguments of propagators or external lines. We show how 
these operators are manipulated and how, for any graph, the 6-integrals at each vertex 
can be done, leaving us with one overall 6-integral for the whole graph (the effective 
action is local in 6), and ordinary loop-momentum integrals. At all steps of the calcula- 


tions manifest supersymmetry is maintained. 
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We discuss next the background field method for supersymmetric Yang-Mills theo- 
ries. This is similar to that for component theories, with one significant difference: The 
quantum-background splitting is nonlinear, reflecting the nonlinearities of the gauge 
transformations of the superfield V. The method simplifies many calculations and can 


be used to study higher-loop finiteness questions. 


For supergraphs the simplest regularization procedure is to use dimensional regu- 
larization of momentum integrals after the contribution from a graph has been reduced 
to a single 0 integral. The resulting effective action, which is a (local in @) functional of 
the external superfields, is manifestly supersymmetric. However, this regularization 
method corresponds to (component) regularization by dimensional reduction, which is 
known to be inconsistent. The superfield results, although supersymmetric, may reflect 
this inconsistency by exhibiting ambiguities associated with the order in which some of 
the @-integrations have been carried out. We also discuss alternative regularization pro- 
cedures. Besides giving power counting rules we do not discuss the details of the renor- 
malization of superfield theories. We work with Wick-rotated time coordinates: 
d‘z — id'z, so e” + e*. (The metric 7 has signature (- +++) — (++++), so 
Ol— +0, etc. Note that in our conventions, 7 is opposite in sign from usual conven- 
tions: Thus positive-energy states are described by e'’ and propagators are 


(p? +m? + ie)’. We further warn the reader that the gauge coupling constant g is v2 
times the usual g (see page 55).) 
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6.2. Gauge fixing and ghosts 


The quantization of supersymmetric gauge theories is similar to that of ordinary 
gauge theories. There are two related aspects of the situation: (a) The action is invari- 
ant under gauge transformations and therefore the functional integration should be 
restricted to the subset of gauge inequivalent fields. (b) The kinetic operator is not 
invertible over the space of all field configurations so that the propagator, needed for 
doing perturbation theory, cannot be defined unless the set of fields is restricted. In 
component gauge theories, imposing an algebraic restriction explicitly in the functional 
integral leads to an axial gauge which breaks manifest Lorentz invariance. Alternatively, 
we can quantize covariantly using the Faddeev-Popov procedure: We introduce gauge 
fixing function(s), weighted gauges and Faddeev-Popov ghosts. In supersymmetric gauge 
theories the analog of the axial gauge is the Wess-Zumino gauge. In this gauge, quanti- 
zation breaks manifest supersymmetry. In contrast, covariant superfield quantization 


maintains manifest supersymmetry. 


a. Ordinary Yang-Mills theory 


For orientation we briefly recall the quantization method for ordinary Yang-Mills 


theory. The Yang-Mills gauge action is 


Sym = <r [d's Ie af taal > fas = OaAy — [Aas As]; (6.2.1) 
with gauge invariance under the transformation 
'g= A,” =e"[A, + 10,Je™ , (6.2.2a) 
or, infinitesimally, 
JA, = V w= 0,0 +i\w,A,| . (6.2.2b) 


Here w is an element of the gauge algebra. Both A and w are matrices in the adjoint 


representation. We observe that the kinetic (quadratic) part of the Lagrangian can be 


written (after rescaling A — gA) in the form 5 ADH" A where (II”),, = Nay — 5,000" 


is a transverse projection operator (see (3.11.2)). 


We start with the normalized functional integral 
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7 = w' f DA, Erinn (6.2.3) 


where we have included in S;,,,, possible terms with sources coupled to gauge invariant 


operators. We define the gauge invariant integral over the group manifold 


Ap(A,) = / Dw 6[F(A,”) - f(a)] (6.2.4) 


where f(z) is an arbitrary field-independent function, and F is a gauge-variant function 
such that F = f for some value of w. It is important to verify that this is the case. We 


introduce a factor of 1 in the functional integral, in the form A, 'Ap,: 


z=n' [ DA, Ae (Ay) f Dw 5[F(A,”) — flee 


= w’ f Da, Ap (Ay) f Dw 5[F(A,) — fle> ’ (6.2.5) 


where the last form follows from a change of variables that is a gauge transformation, 
and the gauge invariance of A; and S. The w integral now gives a constant infinite fac- 


tor that we absorb into the normalization N’, leading to the form 


Z=N f DA, Ae "(A,) aF(A,)- fleSe (6.2.6) 


By construction Z is independent of F' and f, and hence we can average over f with an 


arbitrary (normalized) weighting factor. In particular, if we introduce a factor 
l= Nn" [ Df eap(— soir [ dix f?), the 6(F(A)—f) factor can be used to carry out 


the integration and leads to the form 


Gm Nf DA,Ae™ ePin + Sar 


See =— ote [ d'x [F(ADE (6.2.7) 


where we have absorbed N” into N’. 


We can parametrize the gauge group by a gauge parameter w(x) such that 
F(A,”) = f(z) forw =0. Then 
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Ap(A,) = f Dw F(A) f]= f De (SE) 5(w) 


ws! af dx 
= [pe [=u] = [we Du! i dw ‘ (6.2.8) 


where we have written an integral representation for the functional 6-function. In the 
second line of (6.2.8), and in the equations below, a is evaluated at w= 0. To obtain 
Ww 


A, * we replace w and w’ by real anticommuting (Faddeev-Popov ghost) fields c(z) and 


c'(x) (see sec. 3.7). Finally, we can choose for the gauge fixing function the form 


F 
F(A,) = 5 OtAy. Then rw = 5 OV gw, and we have 
a % a 


Z= w’ [ wa, De De e? 


1 


1 oF 
S ef = fir f d's [Linv (Aa) ake 


2 ap 
F(A)’ + te ma 


= uf 4 == Te a 2 A ph a 
ashe / dt [Lin(Ag) — 2 (Ag)? + ic LO°V,e] . (6.2.9) 


(The 7 is for hermiticity.) The gauge-fixing term can be written in the form = AQ’ A 

where I’ =1-—TI’ is the longitudinal projection operator (I1") ay = 5 00,00". The 

total kinetic operator becomes LI(1+ e —1)II”), which is invertible: Minus its inverse 
a 


(the propagator) is —TO-'(1+(a—1)II”). In the Fermi-Feynman gauge, a= 1, the 
propagator is —O1"!. 


The gauge-fixed Lagrangian, including ghosts, is invariant under the global BRST 


transformations: 


5A, =i€Vc , 
,_ 2 A a 
bel = =€F = —€0,A% , 


6c=—E€c? , (6.2.10) 


with constant Grassmann parameter €. These transformations are nilpotent: 5° on any 
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field vanishes (when the antighost equations of motion are imposed). The Ward identi- 


ties for this global invariance are the Slavnov-Taylor identities of the gauge theory. 


b. Supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory 


For supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory we quantize following the same procedure. 
We start with the functional integral for a gauge real scalar superfield V = V*7',, where 


T, are the generators of the gauge group: 
Z= [ev eFin(V) (6.2.11) 


Note that in supersymmetric theories the normalization factor of (6.2.3) N’= 1 (see sec. 


3.8.b). The action is 


Siny = — tr / d'x 220 W? 
g 


a9 sate f d's dete” D%e" VDE Die”) 


= soir | ae d'0 [_VD° D*D,V + higher — order terms ] . (6.2.12) 


It is invariant under the gauge transformations 
; a - 
Ver eA ev e iA 


e (6.2.13a) 


or, for infinitesimal A (see (4.2.28)), 
6V =i, [-i(A + A) + coth Ii, i(A—A)] , Ly Y =[X,Y] . (6.2.13b) 
2 2 
In the abelian case, this is 5V = i(A— A). The kinetic operator is MII: with the super- 
2 


spin ; projection operator Ti = —T07'D°D?D,, , and is not invertible because it annihi- 
2 
lates the chiral and antichiral superspin Zero parts of V: 
Vj =1hV =O (D?D? + De D?)V. 
We must now choose gauge-fixing functions. Corresponding to the chiral gauge 
parameter A we need a gauge-variant function that can be made to vanish by a suitable 


gauge transformation. Therefore it must have the same spin and superspin as the gauge 
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parameter and hence should be chosen a chiral scalar. The gauge-variant quantity 
F = D’V is a suitable gauge-fixing function. For any chiral function f(z, 0), we verify 
that gauge transformations can be found to make F' = f. For example, in the abelian 
case, under a gauge transformation F(V) — F(V4) = D°V +iD°A; if we choose 
iA = O1'D?(f — D°V), we find F“ = f. 


We define the functional determinant 
A(V) = [ps IDK 6[F(V,A, A) — f] 5[F(V,A,A)—F] . (6.2.14) 
We first write (cf. (6.2.5)) 
Z= [ev A-“(V) 6[D?V — f] 6[D?v — Fle m . (6.2.15) 


As in (6.2.7), we average over f and f with a weighting factor 


| DEID Feap(— a tr / d‘xd*0 f f), and obtain the form 


Z= [ev A'U(V)erimt Scr (6.2.16) 
where 
Ce aa tr / d'x d'0 (D2V) (D?V) . (6.2.17) 
We write 
A(V) = [ms Tn ol d'x d20 M'(S5A + Se) + [ac ao Ki (Sa + 25) | 


(6.2.18) 
where we have replaced the 6-functions involving (anti)chiral quantities by integral rep- 
resentations involving (anti)chiral parameters and integration measures. The variational 
derivatives of F, F, are evaluated at A=A=0. In the functional integral, where 
A~'(V) appears, we replace the parameters A, A’ by anticommuting chiral ghost fields 


/ 


c,c’. Finally, we find 
= / IDV De De Dee ePim + Sart Sep (6.2.19) 


where 
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Spp= itr [de a0 'D?(6V) +i tr faa a0 7D? (6V) 


= tr i d'x d*0 (c' + @)L1, [(c + ®) + coth Iny (¢ — ©)] . (6.2.20) 


Integrating by parts, we can write (D°V) (D?V) = 5V(DP + D?D*\V = 5 VOM,V. 


The quadratic part of the gauge field action has now the form 
-5VOdh +07M)V =-5VOR+(@7-)mIV , (6.2.21) 
2 


and the operator is invertible. To avoid 1~? terms in the propagator and thus bad 
infrared behavior, we choose the supersymmetric Fermi-Feynman gauge a= 1, which 


leads to a simple 1! propagator. (The — sign in (6.2.21) leads to the usual kinetic 


term for the component gauge field: — / dovOV ~ A,OA*.) 


The quadratic part of the ghost action has the form 
SO) 2p = tr fata d*6 (c+ 7)(e—-a = tr fata d‘0(@e—ct) . (6.2.22) 


The chiral and antichiral c’c and @@ terms vanish when integrated with d‘0 and have 
been dropped. (Such terms cannot be dropped in the presence of supergravity fields: 


see, for example, (5.5.16)). 


The total action is invariant under superfield BRST transformations. These take 


the form 


OV = 6,V |prige = ELy[(e + €) + coth Thy (c—c)] , 


dc=—€E? , bt =-E€ , (6.2.23) 
and the invariance can be used to derive the Slavnov-Taylor identities of the theory. 


Before performing perturbation expansions, we rescale V —-gV. ‘Then all 


quadratic terms are O(g"), cubic terms are O(g), etc. We rescale back gV — V in the 


effective action I. Alternatively, we simply provide each graph with a factor (g?)’"', 
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where L is the number of loops. 


c. Other gauge multiplets 


We give two other examples of the gauge-fixing procedure: For a chiral superfield 


®, the solution of the chirality constraint, ® = D°W, gives the kinetic action 
a if d'zd'9UD?D’V , (6.2.24) 
and introduces the gauge invariance 


w=D'o;, , W=D%w, , (6.2.25) 


for an arbitrary spinor parameter w, (see (4.5.1-4)). Suitable gauge fixing functions are 


the linear spinor superfields 

= DWV , Fe=D wv. (6.2.26) 

To obtain a convenient gauge fixing term we average with FM oat"; where 
M,,=DD3+>DsD, . (6.2.27) 

This leads to 


Sin + Sor = jets aovOv , (6.2.28) 


and a standard p~* propagator. 
A second example is for the action of the chiral spinor superfield ®, that describes 
the tensor multiplet (4.4.46): 
Sins =— 5 i d'zd'9 G? = — = / d'z d‘9 (D°&, + D°S,)? (6.2.29) 
with gauge invariance under 
6o,=iD°D,K , K=K . (6.2.30) 
A suitable gauge fixing function is 


F =-i5(D°®, — D*8;) , (6.2.31) 
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where F is linear. The gauge-fixed action 


Sine at Sor = 5 | a'na's [-G? + ~ Fy 


(1 — K)]®, + hic. 


Q]rR 
NR 


=— ; | a'za°e oO; (1+ K)+ 


= 5 [a's d'6 [-5(l + a)(50°D*®, +h.c.) + 5 (1 — 0) 510" 46, 


(6.2.32) 
(with K as in sec 3.11) takes two convenient forms: 
For a= 1, 
Se te 8 ea ; i! dz d‘0 (6° D?®, + ®°D?S;) ; (6.2.33) 
fora=-1, 
Se ee ee 5 / d'x d‘0 B4A*.8, (6.2.34) 


(cf. (3.8.36). 
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6.3. Supergraph rules 


Given an action S(W), we define the generating functional for Green functions 


S(W)+ / JW 
Z(J) = [ ve ‘ (6.3.1) 
where J is a source of the same type as the field W (general if V is general, chiral if V is 


chiral, etc.). The generating functional of connected Green functions is 
Wl) Zos) (6.3.2) 


The expectation value of the field © or the “classical field” © in the presence of the 


source is 


U(J) = “ (6.3.3) 


A A 


This relation can be inverted to give J(W). The effective action [(W), the generating 
functional of one particle irreducible graphs, is defined by a functional Legendre trans- 


form 
(wv) = Wis(v)| - ec: (6.3.4) 


In this section we derive the Feynman rules for the pertubative expansion of the 
effective action. The derivation of the Feynman rules for unconstrained superfields pre- 
sents few surprises. Instead of having d‘x integrals we have d‘zd*@ integrals. Propaga- 
tors are obtained from the inverses of the kinetic operators, and vertices can be read 
directly from the interaction terms. However, for chiral superfields the Feynman rules 


reflect the chirality constraints. 


a. Derivation of Feynman rules 


We begin by deriving the rules for the real scalar gauge superfield. The gauge 


fixed action (in the Fermi-Feynman gauge, a = 1) reads 
Sy =tr i d‘x d'9[- 5 VOV + 5[V,(D°V)|(PD.V) +--1 (6.3.5) 


The Feynman rules can be read directly from this expression: The propagator is minus 
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the inverse of the kinetic operator, [1-'d*(2 — z')6*(9 — 6’) or, in momentum space, 
—p~*5'(0 — 6’). Since the spinor derivatives D contain explicit @’s, we do not Fourier 
transform with respect to the 6 variables. (If one does Fourier transform with respect to 
0, there is little change in the Feynman rules.) Vertices can be read from the interaction 
terms. Thus, the cubic term sirlV, (D°V)|(D?D,V) leads to a three-point vertex with 
factors of D° and D*D,, acting on two of the lines, and a group theory factor. In addi- 
tion we integrate over x’s and 6’s at each vertex or, equivalently, over loop momenta and 


over @’s at each vertex. 


These rules can also be obtained by starting with the functional integral: 


1 
Z(J) = [ev on [-SVEV + Lin(V) + JV] 
ee aes 1 
ae con = 
= a) Bint Ge Pah se (6.3.6) 
where in the last step we have performed the Gaussian integral over V. The Feynman 


bJ (2x, 0) 
6J(2', 6’) 


rules can be obtained using = 6'(x — 2')6'(6 — 6’) and expanding the exponen- 


corresponding to vertices, and 


tials in power series. Thus, we obtain factors of Hine <7) 


the 5 operators, when acting on the factors of JO.~'J remove the J’s and produce 


propagators L1~! connecting the vertices. The result is exactly as for ordinary field the- 
ory, with the additional feature of d‘0 integrals at each vertex, and additional 5*(0 — 6’) 


factors in each propagator. 


Chiral scalar superfields usually have a kinetic action (with chiral sources j, 7) of 


the form 


59 = jes 0 BO — 5 fas 20 me? — [as 20 mB? 


- jes dO 7D + jets Oe . (6.3.7) 


To perform the Gaussian integration, we rewrite chiral integrals as integrals over full 
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superspace. A chiral integral 

— jets @OFG , (6.3.8) 
where F and G are arbitrary chiral expressions, can be rewritten as 


f= jes adoro 'D’G , (6.3.9) 


using O'D?D?G =G (3.4.10) and jes d‘9 = jes d°@ D’. The Gaussian integral 


can be rewritten as 


el) = f pe IDG exp f a's a‘ [5 (® B)o( : ) +(® 5) ( ane) (6.3.10) 


where 


_ mD? 1 
O = O (6.3.11) 
‘ — mD 
O 
The inverse of O is 
mD? m? D? D? 
e 0 — m? O(O — m?) 
tie = 3.12 
O ; és m2 D? D? mD? (6 3 ) 
C(O — m?) Oo — m? 
Performing the integral we obtain 
. ee, yo ae So. 
W = | d‘zd‘0 [—7 ——_- 3 - -(§ —— = hee: : 6.3.13 
oi) = f dted9 [-F pai - 5 Gaga tho) (6.3.13) 
For a general interaction Lagrangian IZ;,,(®,®) we can write 
4,949 7. (5 
Z(j) = ol 4 a8 Tne (S59) eVols) : (6.3.14) 
and the Feynman rules can be _ obtained from this expression. Since 


dj (x, 9) 
6j(2", ') 


= D*5*(0 — 6')6*(a — 2’) (3.8.10), there is an operator D? acting on each chiral 
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field line leaving a vertex. Similarly, there is an operator D? acting on each antichiral 
line leaving a vertex. However, at a purely chiral vertex, e.g. i, d’0®", we use one of 


these factors to convert the d?6 integral to a d‘@ integral. Therefore at such vertices we 


omit one factor of D?. 
We now summarize the Feynman rules for interacting gauge and chiral superfields. 


(a) Propagators: 


VV: -= (0-6) , (6.3.15a) 
bO: coe “(o-—6') , (6.3.15b) 
bo: = os 5416-6) , (6.3.15¢) 
BS: = Pere 50-6). (6.3.15d) 


In the massive case, the p-? factors in the ®® and ®©® propagators are always canceled 
by numerator factors (e.g., for 6& the vertices give D? factors and, as we discuss later, 


we obtain D?D? D? = — p*D*). In the massless case these propagators are absent. 


(b) Vertices: These are read directly from the interaction Lagrangian, with the 
additional feature that for each chiral or antichiral line leaving a vertex there is a factor 
D? or D? acting on the corresponding propagator, and the rule that at purely chiral or 
antichiral vertices we omit one D? or D? factor from among the ones acting on the prop- 


agators. 


(c) We integrate over d*@ at each vertex, and in momentum space we have loop- 


momentum integrals / d‘p(2m)~* for each loop, and an overall factor (27)*6 (S- Kies) 


(d) To obtain the effective action [, we compute one-particle-irreducible graphs. 
For each external line with outgoing momentum &k,;, we multiply by a factor 


/ d‘k,(27)-* U(k;) where V stands for any of the fields in the effective action. For each 
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external chiral or antichiral line, we have a ® or © factor, but no D* or D? factors. 
(e) Finally, there may be symmetry factors associated with certain graphs. 


An alternative derivation of the Feynman rules for chiral superfields can be 
obtained by solving the chirality constraints in terms of an unconstrained field (see sec. 


4.5a): 


6=D*v , 6=D*v , (6.3.16) 


where W is a general, complex scalar superfield. The action, including source terms, 


becomes 


ee / d'x d'6 [(D2B)(D2W) + Hin(D2Y , D2D)) 


+ jes d?0 (D°V)(— 5mDU +j)the . (6.3.17) 


Chiral integrals can be rewritten as full integrals by using up a D? factor. We recall 
that in terms of UV we have an abelian gauge invariance, V > VW + D“a; (4.5.4). Conse- 
quently, the kinetic operator appearing in the action, VD? DV, is not invertible. As dis- 
cussed in sec. 6.2, we can fix the gauge and arrive at an invertible quadratic action (the 


ghosts decouple) 


g(2) = f ate a'o 5 (W ny Beles : (6.3.18) 


The Feynman rules are now the naive ones and are identical to the ones we have 
obtained before (after using the D*, D® factors at the vertices to simplify the propaga- 
tors, obtained from (6.3.12)). In particular, from IL;,,(D?V, D?WV), we again find factors 
of D?, D? acting on the propagators, except that one such factor is missing at purely 


(anti)chiral vertices, since we convert everywhere to full d*0 integrals. 


It is simple to obtain the supergraph rules for the tensor multiplet, with gauge- 


invariant action 
ye [ etza'e 1G IQS tees, (6.3.19) 


with 6 propagator —2p~‘6,°D?6'(@ — 6’) (and the hermitian conjugate for ®&) from 
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(6.2.33). However, there is a much simpler form of the rules which resembles the rules 
for the scalar multiplet (to which the tensor multiplet is on-shell equivalent by a duality 
transformation: see sec. 4.4.c.2). We first note that the vertex at either end of a ®@ 
propagator has a D at the vertex (from f(G) with G = D®+ D®), and next to it a D? 
(as occurs at the end of any chiral propagator, rule (b) above; this kills the D® part of 
the vertex). Also note that the spinor index at the vertex contracts directly with the 
corresponding spinor index of the propagator (because the vertex is a function of only 
C= 5 Da®* +h.c.). Contracting these spinor indices, and integrating by parts all D’s 
from the vertices onto the propagators, we obtain the same expression for the ®® and 
@® propagators (with the same vertices), which can now be added together (i.e., the 
total contribution from graphs with both types of propagators is the same as that from 
only one type, but with an overall factor of 2 for each propagator). The rules are thus 
cast into the following form: All vertices are now simply constants, read from the expan- 


sion of f(G) in G. There is only one type of propagator, with no spinor indices, which is 
ey ee / 4 / 
Se ee (@—-@)=-Ihd (6-0) . (6.3.20) 
2 


(The algebra from the various contributing factors is DD?D?D?D = DD?DQ.) Each 
external line gets a factor of G. If we were to perform the same rearrangement of vertex 
factors for the supergraphs of the dual scalar-multiplet theory, we would obtain II, 


instead of II:, the external line factors would be ® + ©, and the constants at the vertices 
2 


would be obtained from f(® +) in terms of the function f dual to f (see again sec. 
4.4.c.2). The on-shell equivalence then follows from the fact that the combinatorics 


resulting from using Il: = 1 — Ip, with a propagator 1 collapsing to a point (in 0 and x), 
2 


performs the duality, where for the external lines G = ®+ © on shell. 


b. A sample calculation 


We now give an example in a theory of a massless chiral superfield ® interacting 
with a gauge superfield V. We compute the one-loop contribution from the chiral super- 
field to the V two-point function. The relevant interaction is obtained from 
de’. = G66+46V0+---. We find a contribution to the effective action, according to 
our rules and Fig. 6.3.1, 
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k+p 


Fig. 6.3.1 


dk 
/ (On)! d*0, d*0, V(—k, 0.)V (+k, 0;) 


mle 


f d'p D,76'(6, — 2)D 9” Dy?6*(82 — 0,)D \" (6.3.21) 
(27)* Pp (p +k)? 
Note that in the above expression 
dt a yy _ 0 = 1 Qa 
Dig = 00,« yt I Pad > Dig = a0 4 51 (k-+D)oa 
O ila eed aN ae: O L pe 
Dog = 30," a 52 (K+ po » Dog = a0 94 - 5 2 Pod - (6.3.22) 


Although we do not indicate the momentum dependence explicitly, it is implicit that the 
momentum is that leaving the vertex through the propagator on which the operators act. 
(From the 6V*® interaction term we also obtain a tadpole-type diagram; its contribu- 
tion cancels a similar contribution from the diagram we are considering, or vanishes if we 


use dimensional regularization). 


The D’s can be manipulated like ordinary derivatives. They obey a Leibnitz rule, 


and a “transfer” rule 


54(0, — 0)D ao(p) = — D ,(—p)6%(0, - 9), (6.3.23) 


which can be checked by examining the explicit form of the operators. Another example 


of the transfer rule is 
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D,?5*(0, — 05)D 5° = DY D706; = 0) = DPD? 66, = 0) . (6.3.24) 


Inside integrals the D’s can be integrated by parts (see sec. 3.7). Thus 
[ H01D.(v) 40, r)lal =p) | 000, »)D.(-v)al6 a) (6.3.25) 


This can be most easily understood in z-space. Since D, = 0, + 5 iF Oq4 we are doing 


integration by parts in 0, and in O,;. 


Armed with these facts we return to the evaluation of the expression in (6.3.21). 


We concentrate on the @ dependence and write the relevant part as 
i. d'0, d'0, V(—k, 85)[D12Dy2519)[Dy2D 25,5] V (KO) (6.3.26) 


We have abbreviated 61(0, — 0.) = 6,.. We now integrate by parts and find first of all 


[D? D?5|[D? D*5|V = D?5D?[(D? D6) V] 
= 6D*|(D? D? D?5)\V + (D°D?D?5)D,V + (D?D?65)D°V] 


= 6D?[—p?(D?5)V + p**(D;D?6)D,V + (D?D?5)D?V\_, (6.3.27) 


where we have used (D)* = 0 and the anticommutation relations {D,, D;} =p, when 


acting on the propagator with momentum p. 


Before proceeding we make the following important observation: Since 
6'(0) = 676", multiplying two identical 6-functions together, or multiplying one by 6 


gives zero. We have therefore the following relations: 


05 dor = 09) O19 = 0 ’ 


oP) D651 = 0 5 


bo Db5 = 0 5 
Oo D° D5, =0 , 


694 DOR o5 al 0 5 
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= = 1 is 
do1 D?D So, = O01 DD 52, = O01 5 D°D°D bn = Oo1 ’ 


694 DED D? 655 = CP 55, . (6.3.28) 


In these relations, we obtain a nonzero result only if all the 6’s in the second 6-function 
are removed by differentiation. Hence two D’s and two D’s are needed and only their 
momentum independent parts contribute. Expressions of this kind, but with more D’s, 
can be reduced to one of the above forms by using the anticommutation relations. In 
the expressions with four D’s the order is irrelevant (except for producing some minus 
signs). 

Returning to our calculation (6.3.27), and letting D® act on the factors to its right, 


we see that out of the a priori possible six terms, only three survive: 
5[-p?(D?D5)V — p**(D°D;D*5)D3D,V + (D2D*s)(D°D*V)] . (6.3.29) 
Finally, using D*D; = 55° D’ we find 
54(6, — 02)[-p? — p*D3D,+ DPD'|V(k, 61). (6.3.30) 


Inserting this result into the original integral (6.3.21), we use the remaining 6-function to 


do the @, integral, and finally obtain 


1 f atk d'p —p? — p*DzD, + DD? 
= d*0 V(—k, 0 $$ __—_—__|V (k, 8). 6.3.31 
of tat VCROL! Go ger IM). 8.80 


The result consists of an ordinary loop momentum integral, with usual propagators and 
some momentum factors in the numerator, and operators D,D, acting on the external 
superfields (i.e., D and D depend on k, not p). The p” term is canceled by the tadpole 
diagram mentioned above, (or gives zero in dimensional regularization) so that the final 
contribution to the one-loop self-energy is logarithmically divergent. This is a conse- 


quence of gauge invariance. The remaining terms in the numerator, in a gauge-invariant 
; ; F : : 1 = bok 
regularization (such as dimensional), combine to form 5 D°D?D,, giving a result propor- 


tional to W?. 
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c. The effective action 


In the example above, the 6-function has reduced the expression to one which 
involves a single 6. This is a general and important result of superfield perturbation the- 
ory. The effective action is a sum of terms involving products of fields evaluated at dif- 


ferent points, and a Green function which is a nonlocal function of its arguments: 
T= > fae dt, d'0, +++ d'0, G(aty +++ 0y3 0, ++ +O) Bay, 01) ++ D°V (a ;,0;) + 


(6.3.32) 
It turns out, however, that by manipulation of the contributions from any graph, we can 


reduce it to an expression that is local in @, i.e. 


=> fain, -ate, a6 G(x1-++%,) B(xy,0)--- D°V(a;,0)-+- . (6.3.33) 


We do this as follows: Consider an arbitrary L-loop contribution to the effective 
action. It consists of propagators, with factors 5‘(6; —6;,,) and D operators acting on 
them, external superfield factors, and d’0, integrals. We choose any propagator from a 
particular vertex v to another vertex v’, and integrate by parts to remove all the D’s 
from its 6-function. The original contribution now becomes a sum of terms. If there are 
other propagators, each of which connects v and v’, we use the relations (6.3.28): The 
terms vanish unless each of the other 5-functions has exactly two D’s and two D’s acting 
on it, in which case they can be replaced by 1. We now use the free 6-function to do the 
9-integral at v’ and shrink all the propagators between the two vertices to a point in 
§-space. We repeat the procedure, choosing a propagator leading to a new vertex v”, 
until we have removed all 6-functions and performed all 6-integrals except the original 
one at v. Whenever we have more than two D’s and two D’s on a line we use the anti- 
commutation relations to replace D,D pairs by momenta. We are left with a sum of 
terms, all with a single @ integral, and various factors of loop-momenta coming from the 
anticommutators of D’s, as well as D factors acting on the external superfields, coming 


from the integration by parts. 


In the course of evaluating Feynman diagrams, we may encounter loop-momentum 
ultraviolet divergences, and a suitable regularization procedure is needed to handle 


them. We discuss regularization issues later on. For the time being we assume that 
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there exists a procedure that allows us to carry out the manipulations we have described 


above inside momentum integrals. 


The expression for the effective action in (6.3.33) reveals one important fact: We 
have ended up with a d‘@ integral, even though in the original classical action we may 
have had d?@ integrals. This is a consequence of our Feynman rules: All our vertices 
carry d‘@ integrals, and nowhere in our manipulations does a d?6@ appear. In particular, 
if the original action had purely chiral d?9 mass or cubic interaction terms 6? or ®°, 
radiative corrections do not induce finite or infinite modifications of these terms. This is 
the no-renormalization theorem for chiral superfields. Masses and coupling constants are 
renormalized, but only as a consequence of wave function renormalization. (Any d‘0 
integral can be written as a d?6 integral and a D? operator acting on the integrand; 
however, this will not produce the above terms.) This theorem is valid in perturbation 
theory. So far no one has succeeded in giving examples, in four dimensions, where it 
might fail nonperturbatively, but a proof of its general validity does not exist. Even 
within perturbation theory there exists the possibility of a pathological infrared-type 


behavior which might invalidate it. For example, if in the course of evaluating the effec- 
D? 2 
tive action a term / d'0@? mW were produced, the D? operator which comes from con- 


verting the integral to chiral form, when acting on the chiral field, would give 
D?D?O'® = © and we would end up with a contribution to the chiral cubic vertex. 
Whether such pathological behavior can be obtained in any calculation with a sensible 


infrared regularization is doubtful. 


d. Divergences 


We now discuss the divergence structure of the effective action. There are two 
issues involved: We must determine which terms in the effective action are divergent 
(power counting), and which terms in the classical action lead only to divergences that 
can be absorbed in a renormalization of the parameters (renormalizable interactions). 
We restrict our discussion to interacting gauge and chiral scalar superfields (with no neg- 


ative-dimension coupling constants). 


The possible divergences of the effective action can be understood by straight 
power counting (see sec. 6.6) or simply by a dimensional argument: The divergent parts 


of graphs that contain no subdivergences give rise to local terms in the effective action of 
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the form 
t= jes d‘0 IP(®,6,V,D,®,...) , (6.3.34) 


where JP is a polynomial in the fields and their derivatives. Since the effective action 


must be dimensionless, and d*@ has dimension 2, JP must also have dimension 2. ® has 
dimension 1, D, has dimension 5 and V is dimensionless. Therefore, graphs with more 


than two external ®’s are convergent. A ®6 or ®® propagator produces a numerator 
factor of m which contributes to the dimension of JP and therefore reduces the degree of 
divergence. If JP is made up of only chiral superfields the @ integration will give zero 
unless some D’s (at least two of them, to contract indices ) are present to make the inte- 
grand nonchiral, and again the D’s contribute to the dimension of JP reducing the 
number of fields that can appear. Finally, 7f gauge invariance requires V to appear 
through its field strength W, =iD?D,V (or its nonabelian generalization), this limits 
the possible divergences involving V fields. (This is an oversimplification: We must use 
the full machinery of Slavnov-Taylor identities, at least in the nonabelian case, or use 
the background-field method (see sec. 6.5) to analyze the divergences involving gauge 


superfields. ) 


The net result of the analysis is to establish that the only local divergent terms 
contain at most one ® and one ® and, while they contain an arbitrary number of V fac- 
tors, these enter in a manner which is controlled by the Slavnov-Taylor identities. For a 
renormalizable theory of chiral scalar multiplets interacting with a vector multiplet (we 


omit the ghost terms) the renormalized classical action has the form 


jes d*6 [DB per?’ 2D p + trvpV p = trap '(D?V p)(D°V p)| 


ale a fas a0 trW pp? + if d'rd°0 IP(®p) +h.c.] , (6.3.35) 
R 


where the subscript R labels renormalized quantities. (In the exponential we have writ- 


ten explicitly the gauge coupling constant g that we normally absorb into V.) 


Since V is dimensionless, V p is in general a nonlinear function of V, i.e., the wave- 
function renormalization factor may be a function of V: We can have functional renor- 


malizations Vp = f(V), where each coefficient in the Taylor expansion of f is a 
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renormalization constant. Since all such renormalizations are proportional to the field 
equations (65 = fi 2 5V), they vanish on shell. (Such noncovariant renormalizations 
are avoided in the background field gauges that we discuss below.) 


Ghosts are described by chiral superfields which follow the same rules. The diver- 
gences of the theory are all logarithmic, except that of the Fayet-Iliopoulos term, which 
is quadratic. (However, as we shall discuss in sec. 6.5, this term is not produced by 


radiative corrections. ) 


In general, renormalizable interactions are associated with dimensionless (or posi- 
tive dimension) coupling constants. For Feynman graphs, since at each vertex we have a 
d‘0 integral with dimension 2 and a d‘z integral with dimension —4, we may allow up to 
the equivalent of four D’s at each vertex. This is indeed the case with the gauge field 
self-couplings, and also the usual vertices involving chiral superfields, where the D fac- 
tors come from our Feynman rules. On the other hand a term such as ®76 , or ®', 


would lead to an excess of D’s at the vertices and a nonrenormalizable theory. 


e. D-algebra 


In the next section we give a number of examples of evaluation of supergraphs. 
As preparation we discuss several simplifications that we use in performing the manipu- 
lation of the D’s and the @ integration. The numerous integrations by parts that have to 
be performed can lead to long intermediate expressions, and a lot of effort (and paper) 


can be saved by doing the manipulations directly on the graphs. 


We draw the supergraph and indicate on it, adjacent to the vertices, the D factors 
acting on the propagators in the order in which they act. We ignore signs having to do 
with the ordering of the D’s: These will be determined later. Thus, an expression such 
as DD, 6'(0—0)D 5D 5D, , 


ment of the d-function (and thus in the order D, first, then D3 next, etc.), would be 


with the last three D’s acting backwards on the 6’ argu- 


represented on the graph as shown in fig. 6.3.2: 
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Fig. 6.3.2 


The transfer rule can be implemented by “sliding” the D’s to the left, keeping the order. 
This corresponds to writing —D* DD DjD,5'(0 — 6’) with D, acting first on the 6 
argument of the 6-function. We must keep track of the — sign coming from transferring 
an odd number of D’s. (Note the order in these’ expressions, e.g., 
Di*0i5D 2° = D,° Dy" 515 = —D,°D,"6,9.) 

We use the commutation relations to replace the rightmost D,D by Ps, - (Since p 
is hermitian i but we maintain the distinction to keep track of the order in 
which the D’s appeared.) When we encounter expressions such as D?D?D? we replace 
them with —p*D?. 

The integration by parts can also be carried out directly on the graphs. For exam- 
ple, we show in fig. 6.3.3 the integration by parts on a vertex coming from the ®V® 


interaction: 


Fig. 6.3.8 


Starting from a given graph in general we obtain several, because integration by 
parts gives several contributions. We remove the D’s from any given line and use the 
6-function to do one of the @ integrals, thus contracting the line to a point in @ space. 
We need not indicate explicitly this contraction: A line without any operators on it is 
understood to be contracted. Whenever several lines connect the same pair of vertices, 
if all the lines (other than the one we have cleared of D’s) have exactly two D’s and two 
D’s each, we use (6.3.28) to replace them by 1. If any line has fewer D’s or D’s, the 


contribution vanishes. If any line has more D’s or D’s, we use the anticommutation 
b) 
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relations to reduce their number. In the end we have a sum of graphs, with momentum 


factors from the anticommutators, and D’s acting on the external lines only. 


To make this procedure clear, we redo the example considered above (fig. 6.3.1, 


(6.3.21-31)), working directly on the graph, as shown in fig. 6.3.4: 


Dee I) D? D? D? DD? Dp D2. p? 
wo) ++ “Cw 4 D? 
> 
D? D? dD P dD 
272 = 
Pp DD p? D? D2 
— + WW A 
D°D* D?pD2 
Fig. 6.3.4 


In the last step we have only indicated nonzero contributions (the others vanish trivially 


because of (6.3.28).) 


In the course of the manipulations on the graphs, we must keep track of — signs 
coming from transfers and from integration by parts. However, we need not keep track 
of — signs that come from passing a D past another D, nor from signs that come from 
raising or lowering indices. (On the graphs, we do not indicate the relative order of D’s 
on different lines, nor which indices are up or down). These signs can be determined at 


the end of the computation in the following manner: On the original graph, we have fac- 


tors such as D?D? = 7 D°D, DD; , and also, from a vertex such as V(D°V)(D?D,V), 


adjacent factors D° and 5 DDD, where we determine the initial sign by requiring that 
in any contracted pair, the first D or D has the upper index. These various factors may 


end up in a different order in the final expression, e.g., D°-- Das D,-+-Dg, possibly 
acting on different superfields; however, we still write a contracted pair with the first 
index raised. To determine the final overall sign, we count the number of transpositions 
needed in the final expression to bring the D’s back to the original order. This is true 


even if some of the D’s have been replaced by momenta: An expression such as Ps, will 
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correctly keep track of the transpositions. We do not count transpositions of contracted 
pairs, since the convention for raising and lowering indices cancels such signs: 
X°Y,=+Y°X,. A quick way to count the transpositions is to draw lines connecting 
all contracted pairs with lines, and count the number of intersections: an odd number 
means an odd number of transpositions, and hence a — sign, whereas an even number 


means no — sign. 


There are many other tricks that one can use to simplify the manipulations. We 


give the following “twingling” rule which is often useful: 


Fig. 6.3.5 


We are now ready to consider further examples of graph evaluation. 
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6.4. Examples 


In this section we give a number of examples of supergraph calculations. Most of 
the examples were encountered in various calculations that have been performed. For 
more complicated ones we refer the reader to the calculations of the 3-loop (-function in 


N =4 Yang-Mills, and the 3- and 4-loop (-function in the Wess-Zumino model. 


We do our manipulations directly on the graphs until only an ordinary momentum 
integral remains. For notational convenience we sometimes indicate a factor p? multiply- 
ing a propagator with the same momentum by a LJ drawn on the corresponding line. In 
the case of a line with no D’s acting on it, we sometimes leave it in the graph, while at 
other times, when we draw 6@-space graphs, we contract it out. To establish the proce- 


dure we begin with some simple examples. 


For the massive Wess-Zumino model we consider first some self energy graphs: 


=—--C )}- 


Fig. 6.4.1 


(1) 
D? D? 


a 
Qa 


1x d*k 1 
fa 9 5(—».) 010.0) | am |kapPamy (6.4.1) 
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mD? 
7 p? mD? 
D? D? 
Q Q 
_———— —_> —— 

mD? mD? 

(k + p)? (k + p)? 
Fig. 6.4.2 


We have used D?D?D? = — p*D*. At a chiral vertex the D? factors can be put on either 
line by integration by parts. The result is a d‘xd*@ ®® = 0 because the integrand is chi- 


ral. We consider next a triangle diagram with 6? and ®? vertices: 


(3) 


Fig. 6.4.3 


Thus, the one-loop contributions to this three-point function are zero in the massless 


case and nonlocal in the massive case. 
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(4) For m = 0, with 6° and ©? vertices, 


Fig. 6.4.4 


In the second graph, the small loop is contracted to a point in 6-space, after which the 
D*D* operators can be transferred across it and all act on the same line. The final 
graph shows the actual momentum-space diagram one would have to evaluate. A propa- 


gator has been canceled by U1. 


(5) Again in the massless case, 


Fig. 6.4.5a 


We have placed the D’s and D’s on certain two of the three lines for convenience, and 
have labeled the vertices. In the second graph we have transferred D?, D* from C,B, to 


E,F, respectively. We now integrate by parts the D? factor at E. This will generate 


three terms. 
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Fig. 6.4.5b 


By examining the 6-space loops AECBA and EFBCE, it is clear that in each graph the 
D”’s on AB and BF, respectively, must give a single term when integrated by parts at 


their respective vertices (A and F). We obtain 


We have used 
5D°D? D? D%S = k*6D,D?D°6 = — k86 (6.4.2) 


Our next example has Ge" ® interactions: 
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Fig. 6.4.6 


In the loop BCF we have just a D?D? factor, so we contract it to a point. Similarly, we 
contract the AE line to a point. For clarity we draw a 6-space graph where q and h are 


the momenta of the AB and EF lines: 


Fig. 6.4.6b 


We integrate the D? factor off the middle line. It cannot go on ® so it must go on either 
the top or bottom line, or split. Because of (6.3.28) the D® factor must follow it. This 
is the same as computing D*D?[n(q)n(h)| where the n’s are chiral. The result is simply 
—(q+h)*n(q)n(h). Therefore, the D manipulation is finished and we obtain 
—®(—p, 0)®(p,0)(q+k)* multiplying a standard momentum integral with the propaga- 


tors of the original diagram. 


We give now an example in nonabelian Yang-Mills theory: 
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Fig. 6.4.7 
— V(—p — p') D°®(p) D°8(p') / on mi ‘ (6.4.3) 


(8) N =4 Yang-Mills theory. 


In sec. 4.6.b we have given the classical action of this theory in terms of N = 1 


superfields. Here we discuss some of its quantum properties. 


The theory is described by superfields V ,®’ (i = 1,2,3), all in the adjoint repre- 
sentation of an arbitrary group, and with interactions governed by a common coupling 
constant g. It is classically scale invariant, and both component and superfield calcula- 
tions have established that its G-function vanishes to three loops, so that, perturbatively, 
the scale invariance survives quantization. Proofs exist that extend this conclusion to all 
orders of perturbation theory. Here we discuss some of the explicit supergraph calcula- 


tions for establishing G(g) = 0, and leave the general arguments to sec. 7.7. 


We add to the classical action (4.6.38) the gauge fixing and ghost terms 
(6.2.17,20-22) with gauge parameter a=1+O(g’). To O(g°) this choice gives the 
Fermi-Feynman gauge and a propagator [1~! that avoids serious infrared problems. 
However, the transverse part of the self-energy receives (local) radiative corrections, 
whereas the longitudinal part does not (as follows from the Ward identities). To stay in 
the Fermi-Feynman gauge, we must maintain the equality of the longitudinal and trans- 
verse parts, and we do this by adjusting the O(g’) parts of a in each order of perturba- 


tion theory (actually, the radiative corrections vanish at one loop, and only arise at 


O(9")).- 
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At the classical level the O(4) invariance of the theory requires the equality of the 
gauge and ®,®,®, coupling constants. Although the gauge fixing procedure breaks the 
O(4) symmetry (this could be avoided if we had an N = 4 superfield formalism), gauge 
invariance should insure that the coupling constants receive a common renormalization. 
Therefore, the theory has only one (3-function, which we can compute, for example, by 
comparing the renormalization of the C i, B'B! 6" vertex function and the ®,6' wave 
function renormalization. However, the vertex being chiral, receives no radiative correc- 
tions (see sec. 6.3), so that to establish 6(g) =0 it is sufficient to show that the ®;6' 
self-energy is finite. (We observe that if O(4) invariance of the quantum effective action 
were not spoiled by the gauge fixing procedure, finiteness to all orders would follow 
immediately: The finiteness of the C i. BB! ®* vertex would imply the finiteness of all 
other local terms in the effective action. In principle, the desired result should still fol- 
low from the O(4) Ward identities, but in practice the nonlinearity of the transforma- 


tions (4.6.39,40) makes them difficult to apply.) 


To low orders in V (sufficient for the three-loop calculation) the action is 
S= ir f a's d‘0 {B,0' — 5vOVv +@c-—ct 
+ 9[B;,V]® + 59V{DV,PDV}+ 59+ 7) Vict a 
1 one i 1 9 a Ty2 


(e+ @)[V, [V,c- a] 


+ tr{ i d‘x d°0 ig 5 C ip B" [O!, BY] + hic. } (6.4.4) 


with 


V=VT,, B@=O"T, , c=c*T, , 


aN ; Te =1 Gaps ; ae vee — reren : (6.4.5) 
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Using the Feynman rules it is trivial to see that at the one-loop level, in the Fermi- 
Feynman gauge defined above, the ®® self energy is identically zero. The contributions 


from the two graphs below cancel: 


Fig. 6.4.8a 


It is easy to verify that the one-loop corrections to the ghost and vector self-energies also 
completely vanish. For the former, this is true in any theory, but for the latter it is due 
to the multiplicity (3) of the chiral multiplets, which leads to cancellations among the 
three graphs below: 


a 

+ ww pws + 
Wess ee 
Fig. 6.4.8b 


This result is trivially true in the background field method: (see sec. 6.5). Then 
the field V does not contribute and the three chiral fields exactly cancel contributions 
from three chiral ghosts. This also occurs for the V three-point function, and is suffi- 
cient to establish in an independent way that G(one-loop) = 0. We refer the reader to 
the literature for other one- and higher-loop calculations and summarize the supergraph 
results: (a) One-loop three-point functions are finite. The V-field four- and higher-point 
functions have a divergence that can be removed by a nonlinear V-field renormalization. 
(The divergence never arises in the background field method.) (b) At the two-loop level 
the ghost self-energies are still zero, whereas those for V and ®; are only finite. (Conse- 
quently, the higher-order contributions to the gauge parameter are O(g").) (c) At the 
three-loop level the &' self-energy is finite, thus ensuring the vanishing of the 3-function. 


We present arguments for proving the results to all orders in sec. 7.7. 
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The vanishing of the (@-function to all orders of perturbation theory leads to the 
conclusion that N = 4 Yang-Mills is a finite four-dimensional field theory (up to gauge 
artifacts; e.g., except in supersymmetric background or light-cone gauges, divergences 


are present, but only in gauge-dependent quantities). 


Another theory with interesting finiteness properties is N = 2 Yang-Mills theory. 
It has one-loop divergences, but is finite to all higher orders of perturbation theory (as 
explicitly verified at two and three loops), making it superrenormalizable. By coupling 
an appropriate number of N = 2 hypermultiplets to N = 2 Yang-Mills theory, one can 
arrange for the one-loop divergences to cancel, and thus construct a completely finite 
theory (in perturbation theory). (In the special case of one adjoint-representation 


hypermultiplet, we obtain N = 4 Yang-Mills theory.) 
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6.5. The background field method 


a. Ordinary Yang-Mills 


The background field method is extremely useful in supersymmetric Yang-Mills 
theory, and essential in the quantum theory of supergravity. In this section we review 
the background field method for ordinary Yang-Mills, and then extend it to the super- 
symmetric case. The extension involves some subtleties, primarily because of the nonlin- 


earity of the gauge transformations. 


In gauge theories we start with the gauge-fixed functional integral (6.2.9) and 


introduce sources coupled to the fields, defining 
Aid) = [pa Dee &st7A , JA= jes JPA. -8 (6.5.1) 


We introduce W(J) = In Z(J) and define the effective action by a Legendre transform 


T(A)=W(J)-JA , A,= a (6.5.2) 
This quantity is not gauge invariant in general. Physical quantities computed from it 
are gauge invariant, and the Green functions satisfy Slavnov-Taylor identities that 
express the underlying gauge invariance, but manifest gauge invariance is lost because of 
the gauge fixing procedure. On the other hand, the effective action computed in the 
background field method is manifestly gauge invariant. It is equivalent to the usual one, 


but is more convenient to handle. 


In the background field quantization of Yang-Mills theories we follow a procedure 
similar to that of sec. 6.2a. We start with the gauge-invariant Lagrangian IL;,,,(A,) 
(other fields may be present but we do not indicate them explicitly) and split the field 
into a background and quantum part: IL;,,(A, + A,). The action is invariant under two 


kinds of transformations that give the same 6(A , + A,): 


Quantum: 


5A,=0 , 6A, =V,A+i[A, A] , (6.5.3) 


V,A=9,A+ i, Ag]; 
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Background: 


dA, =V,A , 6A, =2/A, Aj]. (6.5.4) 
We consider now the functional 
Z(A) = [PA ef Mise t Aa) (6.5.5) 


and quantize as before to fix the quantum gauge invariance except that, to maintain 
manifest invariance with respect to the background gauge transformations, we choose the 
gauge-fixing function so that it transforms covariantly under these transformations. 
This requires in particular that we covariantize the derivatives that appear there with 
respect to the background field: 0*A, — V*A, = 0*A, — i{A*, A,|. The remainder of 
the quantization procedure is the same. We require the Faddeev-Popov ghosts to trans- 


form covariantly under background gauge transformations, and we choose the weighting 


function exp(— = tr i f’) to be invariant. We thus obtain the following expression : 
ag 


1 


inv(A + A) > lap 


tr(V-A)?+S pp 


Z(A) = [ DA, we De'e” (6.5.6) 


Z is manifestly invariant under background gauge transformations but its significance is 
not obvious. To elucidate its meaning we consider an object defined exactly like Z 


except that we also couple the quantum field to a source: 
Z(J, A) = [PA De Del eXet(AwAa) + JA (6.5.7) 


We can now pass from Z(J, A) to '(A, A) by a Legendre transformation in the presence 
of the fixed field A. On the other hand, returning to Z itself, we can make a change of 
variables A— > A — A which gives 


n~ 


VAG A) — eo) Di IDe Dc o| Hina) + Ler + pp + JA] 


Sea GFA). (6.5.8) 


It contains the usual JZ;,,(A,) but unusual gauge fixing and ghost terms that have addi- 


tional dependence on A,. Therefore, Z(J,A) is the usual generating functional but 
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with A-dependent gauge fixing and ghost terms. Now we have 


WJ,A)=nZ(J,A)=nZ(J,A)-JA=W(J,A)—-JA , (6.5.9) 
and 
T(A, A) =W(J,A) — JA=[W(J,A) — JA] —JA 
A A+A A oW _ ow A 1 
=W(J,A)—J(A+A) , ag eS ae (6.5.10) 
Therefore 
T(A,A)=T(A+A,A) , (6.5.11) 


A 


is the usual effective action [(A), evaluated in an unusual A-dependent gauge, and at 
A=A+A. In particular, if in the evaluation of (A, A) we restrict ourselves to 
graphs with no external A lines (“vacuum” graphs), i.e., set A= 0, we will obtain (A), 
the usual effective action. But these “A-vacuum” graphs are simply the one-particle- 
irreducible subset of the graphs obtained from Z(0,A) = Z(A). (Actually, this is an 
oversimplification. What one obtains is not exactly the effective action, because A lines 
from the gauge-fixing term give additional contributions. However, because of gauge 
invariance, it can be shown that these have no effect on S-matrix elements so that the 
identification, though strictly speaking not correct, can be used when computing physi- 


cal quantities. ) 


Our conclusion is that the effective action is obtained from Z(A) by evaluating in 
perturbation theory one-particle-irreducible graphs with only internal A, lines and exter- 
nal A, lines (as well as ghost, and other non-gauge field lines). In particular, if we 
expand JIL;,,(A+ A) = L(A) +JI/(A)A+ IL"(A)A’+---, the first term does not con- 
tribute to loop graphs (it is the classical contribution to [), and the second can be 
dropped because it does not contribute to one-particle-irreducible graphs with no exter- 
nal A lines. The A” term gives the complete contribution (from the gauge field) to one- 
loop graphs. For higher-loop graphs, internal vertices are read from the higher order 


expansion, and all the terms contribute to vertices that involve the external A lines. 
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There is an additional feature of the background-field quantization that is not usu- 
ally encountered in the Yang-Mills case but that is important. This is the appearance of 
the Nielsen-Kallosh ghost. In the gauge-averaging procedure we used the simplest expo- 


nential factor to produce the gauge-fixing term in the effective Lagrangian. However, a 
more complicated averaging function could be used, e.g., exp ‘: (fMf) where M is any 


operator (matrix). To properly normalize the averaging procedure, we must divide by 
det M. If M is field independent, this is a trivial factor. However, if M is a function of 
the background field, we normalize the gauge averaging by introducing into the func- 


tional integral a factor 
[rm ee iM (6.5.12) 


where b is a ghost field, with opposite statistics to f. When we carry out the f integra- 


tion using the d-function of sec. 6.2.a, we are left with the b field. Thus, the final form is 


Z(A ‘) = [ma De IDc' IDb a [iny (A + A) + Ier(A,A) ot Ipp(c,c’,A,A) oF ILyx(b,A)] 


(6.5.13) 
where ILyx = bMb. If M is independent of the background field, the additional ghost 


gives trivial contributions and can be dropped; otherwise, since the ghost field b has no 
interactions with other quantum fields and since it enters quadratically, it only con- 


tributes at the one-loop level. 


To motivate the procedure we use in the background field quantization of super- 
symmetric Yang-Mills theory, we point out two aspects of the background-quantum 
splitting A, ~ A, + A, of ordinary Yang-Mills. This splitting has the virtue that the 
transformations 6(A,+ A,) = (O,w — i[A,,w]) + (—7[A,,w]), which leave the action 
invariant, can be interpreted as ordinary gauge transformations of the background field 
accompanied by covariant gauge rotations (linear and homogeneous) of the quantum 


field. Furthermore, in an expansion 
I(A + A) = 5 —[IL™(A)|(A)” , (6.5.14) 


each term in the power series is separately invariant under these transformations, since 


A, transforms linearly and homogeneously, as do the functional derivatives of IL(A). 
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Thus, if we truncate the series, as we do in a perturbative loop-by-loop evaluation of the 
effective action, we maintain the background gauge invariance. This would not be true if 


the transformation of the quantum field were nonlinear. 


b. Supersymmetric Yang-Mills 


In supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory the classical action is invariant under non- 
linear gauge transformations e” > e!’ = eh even. and the splitting V—-V+V is 
unsuitable. To motivate the subsequent procedure, we first reexamine the background- 
quantum splitting of ordinary Yang-Mills theory from a different point of view. We start 
with the original gauge and matter action, invariant under the local transformations 
6A, = 0,w — i[A,,w] and, for some matter field, dy = ilw,~]. Under global transforma- 
tions with constant w we still have invariance, with the gauge fields rotating like the 
matter fields. For local w, we can introduce a new invariance by keeping the covariant 
transformations i{w,A,] and i[w,~] for all fields, and introducing a separate gauge field, 
the background field A, to covariantize the derivatives. Since in the original action all 
derivatives entered in the form V, = 0, — 1[A,, J, this covariantization amounts to the 


replacement 
Vg =0¢— Ay | OVe Hi Ae |= 0,4 Apt Aw |: (6.5.15) 


which is equivalent to the ordinary quantum-background splitting. We now have two 
invariances: the original one where the background field is inert, and the new one, under 
which all the fields transform. We obtain a linear splitting A— A+ A _ because the 
gauge field enters linearly in the covariant derivative. In supersymmetric Yang-Mills 
theory this is so in the abelian case, but not in the nonabelian case. However, the phi- 
losophy is the same. We start with the locally invariant gauge theory, observe that it is 
invariant for global transformations (with A =.= A a constant matrix, not a super- 
field), under which the gauge fields transform covariantly (linearly and homogeneously, 
since e! — ee’e" implies V — e’Ve) and now gauge this transformation by 
covariantizing with the aid of a background field. This amounts to the replacement 
D,— V4 where V, is a background covariant derivative. We also have to treat the 


covariantly chiral superfields properly. 


We recall that supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory can be formulated in terms of 


constrained covariant derivatives. The reason for solving the constraints and introducing 
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the gauge prepotentials is that only these unconstrained objects are suitable for quanti- 
zation. In solving the constraints we have the choice of working in the vector represen- 
tation or in the chiral representation. The latter is more convenient for quantization, 
expressing the theory in terms of the real superfield V, rather than superfields Q, Q with 
a redundant gauge invariance. We want to maintain this advantage in the background 
field method and work with a quantum V. On the other hand, when we introduce the 
background covariant derivatives, it is useful to think of them in the vector representa- 
tion. In fact it is possible to express all our results in terms of the (constrained) back- 
ground covariant derivatives themselves, without ever introducing explicitly the back- 
ground gauge superfields, i.e. without solving the constraints, and in that case the only 
representation that is available is the vector representation. The advantage of working 
with the background derivatives directly is that background covariance is manifest and 
we obtain significant simplifications and improvement in the power counting rules for 


Feynman graphs. 


We also express covariantly chiral superfields in terms of the quantum field V and 
background-covariantly chiral superfields. The latter therefore depend implicitly on the 
background fields and would seem not to be suitable for quantization. However, this is 
not always the case: At more than one loop, and even at one loop for real representa- 
tions of the gauge group, we formulate covariant Feynman rules directly for covariantly 


chiral superfields that lead to considerable improvement over the ordinary ones. 


Starting with the ordinary covariant derivatives we perform the splitting by writ- 


ing them, in the quantum-chiral but background-vector representation, as 
Ve=e Vege" 4 VeeVes Ve] HV a Ve} 3 (6.5.16) 


where V, and V;; are background covariant derivatives satisfying the usual constraints. 


The V’s transform covariantly under two sets of transformations: 


(a) Quantum: 


Va —z Va ; (6.5.17) 


with background covariantly chiral parameters V,A = VzA = 0, ice., 
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Viper Ve‘ (6.5.18) 
(b) Background: 

oY elk 6 gi 

Vie vie ., (6.5.19) 


with a real parameter K = K , ice., 
Vie Vie x (6.5.20) 
The background field transformations of V can be rewritten as 
Veoe"“Ve™ , (6.5.21) 


i.e., V transforms covariantly. 


While this procedure has given us a correct quantum-background splitting, in con- 
trast to the component Yang-Mills case it results in different transformations of V 4 
under quantum and background transformations. However, the transformation of the 
unsplit gauge field is the same. To understand the splitting of the gauge field we solve 
the constraints on the background covariant derivatives: 


Vi,=e "De® , Ve=e®Dre® . (6.5.22) 


Hence the splitting of the full derivatives is 


V,=eve*Diete” » Vex e® De® ‘ (6.5.23) 


We transform to a background chiral representation by pre- and post-multiplying all 
quantities by e~® and et respectively. Then 

Va e Me Ve OD eM" e® o Ves. (6.5.24) 
and the splitting is equivalent to replacing e” by 


eV (split) — (A QV oO (6.5.25) 


In other words, we split the full V into a quantum V and background © and Q in a 
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particular, nonlinear fashion. (In the abelian case this reduces to V — V + Q + Q which 


is just the ordinary splitting since by (4.2.72) 9+ Q= V.) 


The usual chiral representation transformations of (6.5.25) 


(eMeY eM)! = eiMn(eMeV eM) o—iho (6.5.26) 
(where Ao is ordinary chiral, D;Ay = 0), can be written in two ways: 
(a) 
(e%eY e®)" = e®(e~MeiMo eM) eV (eM e— iho eM) -O 
= eM(eiheVei)e@ (6.5.27a) 


i.e., the quantum transformations (6.5.17), with background covariantly chiral A, or 
(b) 
(e%eY eM)! = (cio eM e-ik) ce ere) (ei @@ e~ iho) (6.5.27b) 


i.e., the background transformations (6.5.19) (cf. (4.2.70-71); recall that the Ay part of 
the transformation of Q does not affect the transformation of the background covariant 


derivatives). This is very similar to the situation in component Yang-Mills. 


The gauge Lagrangian has the form 
iW? = — tr(5[V4,{Va, Vahl)? - (6.5.28) 


When we substitute (6.5.16) into (6.5.28), we obtain a splitting of the action into 
explicit quantum V’s and background covariant derivatives. Since the V’s transform 
covariantly, the Lagrangian will be invariant under both background and quantum trans- 
formations. Furthermore, since V transforms homogeneously, expanding the Lagrangian 
in powers of V will maintain the background invariance term-by-term, which is one of 


the required properties of a good splitting. 
When covariantly chiral superfields ®, V;® = 0 are present, we first express them 
in terms of background covariantly chiral superfields by ® = 9, © = Ge" (in the quan- 


tum chiral representation) V;® = V,® = 0, and then linearly split them into a sum of 


background and quantum fields. The quantum fields transform under 
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(a)Quantum transformations: 


OSD, 

P=Ge | (6.5.29) 
(b)Background transformations: 

P=e"O , 

G-Ge™ . (6.5.30) 


The chiral field action is invariant under both quantum and background transformations. 


We examine now the background field quantization. We proceed as in the conven- 


tional approach, but compute 
Z= / IDV Dee IDET 5(V2V — f)o(W2V — fyere tS? 2 (6.5.31) 


We have chosen background-covariantly chiral gauge fixing functions, and this means 
that the Faddeev-Popov ghosts, introduced as in sec. 6.2, are also background covari- 


antly chiral. Finally, we gauge average with 


fo Depipre 1: (6.5.32) 


where the background covariantly chiral Nielsen-Kallosh ghosts b, 6 have been intro- 


duced to normalize to 1 the averaging over f, f. This leads to the final form 


Z = [ev IDc De! IDTIDZ IDb Db eo 


S eff = Sinn + Sop + Sepp + jm ; (6.5.33) 


which, except for the Nielsen-Kallosh ghosts, is like (6.2.19), but with background 
covariant derivatives and covariantly chiral superfields. The N.-K. ghosts interact with 


the background field, and only give one-loop contributions. If we couple external sources 
to the quantum fields, e.g., [dieatorv, the generating functional Z(J,Q) will still be 


invariant under background transformations, provided we require the sources to 
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transform covariantly, J = i[K, J]. 


What we must do now is argue that the background field functional, obtained by 
setting sources to zero and computing one-particle-irreducible graphs with only internal 
quantum lines and external background lines, is equivalent to the usual effective action, 
except for being computed in a different gauge. This is less direct than in the ordinary 


case because the splitting is highly nonlinear. We present the following argument: 


The splitting (6.5.25) is 
V—>V4+2494 nonlinear terms . (6.5.34) 


In a gauge for the background fields where Q = QD = 5V we write this as V > f(V, V) 
where f(0, VW) = V and f(V,0) = V. If now in the original functional integral we add a 
source term [aedtor[ fv, V) — f(0,V)] to define a Z(J,V) we will have a JV cow 


pling, and coupling to higher order terms in V and V (which are irrelevant when com- 
puting the S-matrix), but no linear coupling JV. When we set V =0 we obtain the 
conventional Z(J). As in (6.5.8) we make a change of variables of integration which 
involves the inverse of the function f. Under this transformation the invariant gauge 
action goes to its usual form in terms of V, the gauge fixing and ghost terms change in a 
complicated, but physically irrelevant manner, and the coupling to the source becomes 
simply JV — JV. Furthermore, the Jacobian of the transformation is 1 (see sec. 3.8.b). 
We now have the same form as in ordinary Yang-Mills theory, and we conclude that the 
background field functional computed by setting J = 0, i.e., evaluating graphs with only 
internal quantum lines, does give the usual effective action as a function of the back- 
ground field, albeit in an unconventional gauge. Therefore all physically relevant quan- 
tum corrections can be obtained from the background field functional. We now discuss 


how to evaluate it in perturbation theory. 


c. Covariant Feynman rules 
We consider first contributions from only the quantum gauge field V. The effec- 


tive Lagrangian is 


— 392 ir[(e "Vee )W2(e Vie") + V(WW2 4 WW]. (6.5.35) 


All the dependence on the background fields is through the connection coefficients and 
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never through the gauge fields themselves. 


The quadratic action has the form 
= sairV| —WVV, — WV, + 51(V.W) +00? + WV. (6.5.36) 
Using the commutation relations 
(6.5.37) 
this can be rewritten as 
= aervio —iwv, —iwv JV, (6.5.38) 


where [J = 5VV. is the background covariant d’Alembertian and W,, is the back- 


ground field strength. Introducing connection coefficients (depending on the background 
fields) by V4 = D, —i¥,4, we can separate out a free kinetic term, and interactions with 


the background: 


1 eG Pde a ae a 
— gg FV [Do — sre, 5 (OT) 5 rT 


—iW*(D, —i0,) —iwW"(D; —iF;)|V . (6.5.39) 


This expression is sufficient for doing one-loop calculations using conventional propaga- 
tors for real scalar superfields and the usual D-manipulations. Since the interaction 
with the background fields is at most linear in D’s, and at least four D’s are needed in a 
loop, the first nonvanishing one-loop contribution from V is in the four-point function. 
Self-interactions for computing higher-loop contributions can be obtained from the 


higher-order in V terms in the Lagrangian (6.5.35). 


We now turn to contributions from (fully) covariantly chiral physical superfields 
and background covariantly chiral ghost superfields. In principle we have to solve the 
chirality constraint V;® = 0 (by writing ® = 2D, in terms of an ordinary chiral super- 
field), but this introduces explicit dependence on the background gauge prepotentials 
which we wish to avoid if possible. Instead, we reexamine the derivation of the Feynman 


rules for chiral superfields. 
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We consider the generating functional of the form 


= _ 4 20 5 
2,7) = | Des oit(faied 0 j® + hic.) (6.5.40) 


where ® and j are covariantly chiral V;® = Vj =0. For the time being we need not 


specify whether these are full covariant derivatives or just background covariant deriva- 
tives. In principle we define i ID® as the integral over the corresponding chiral-repre- 


sentation field ®, (antichiral for © integration), but in practice we simply define it by 


the Gaussian integral 
4.7291 2 
[ meel" ica (6.5.41) 


Additional fields may be present but we need not indicate them explicitly. 


We define covariant functional differentiation by 


d®(z) 
d®( 2’) 


=W’S(z—z') . (6.5.42) 


This form can be derived from (3.8.3), or by writing ® = V°W, in terms of a general 
superfield, and covariantizing (3.8.13). Manifestly covariant rules for chiral superfields 
can now be found by a direct covariantization of the usual method. The covariantiza- 
tion of the identity D?D? = ,® (where Hy denotes now the free d’Alembertian) 


becomes 


V’v’s = 0,6 , 


O.=O-iwev, -5i(vew,) , (6.5.43) 


with the covariant [J]. We consider first the massless case. 


We carry out the functional integration over ® by separating out the interaction 


terms and doing the Gaussian integral, and obtain 


: Bods == 4 49 7] —l, 
gan. cdma eg [Ce eo 75 (6.5.44) 


’ 


where A is the functional determinant 


aS [we De , Sy= jes LOdD . (6.5.45) 
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In general the above expression must still be integrated over other quantum fields that 


may be present. 


Before we evaluate A, which will give a separate, one-loop contribution to the 
effective action from the ® field, we examine the rest of the contributions. The expres- 
sion for Z is identical to the one in (6.3.14), except for the presence of covariant deriva- 
tives and covariantly chiral sources, and the factor A. The perturbation expansion takes 
the same form, except that from the functional differentiation we get factors of V? or V7 
acting on chiral and antichiral lines. The propagators are given by —1~', but in a per- 
turbative calculation we separate [, into a free part, which leads to p-” propagators, 
and the remainder, which gives additional interaction vertices. However, at no stage do 
we encounter explicit gauge fields, only connections and field strengths. (The explicit 
dependence on the quantum gauge fields will be needed only when we functionally inte- 


grate over them.) 


We now evaluate A. It gives the complete one-loop contribution of the chiral 
superfield to graphs with only external V lines and could be evaluated by using standard 
Feynman rules, but this we wish to avoid. This turns out to be possible only for real 
representations of the Yang-Mills group. Of course, real representations are frequently 
the ones of interest: e.g., the Yang-Mills ghosts are in the adjoint representation, which 
is always real. We therefore consider first the case of real representations, and return 
later to the complications caused by complex representations. We are still considering 


the massless case. 


The action Sy) leads to the equations of motion (in the presence of sources) 


o(2)+(Z)a0, o2(2 “). esas 


vy 0 
We define an action whose equations of motion are 


® j Vey? 0 
Oo? _ — oO? = — 79 
(3) e ay ( 0 vy ) Me 


in terms of the square of O. This action is given by S$’) + 5%), where 


S')= / d'x a6 500,o = / d'xd'9 5OV® . (6.5.48) 


In terms of it we can write the functional integral 
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A? = [ve IDG e80+ 50 — | | De eF>|? = cf ID® 8)? , (6.5.49) 


We have used the fact that 5’, and its hermitian conjugate contribute equally to A, as 
can be seen, for example, by examining the resulting Feynman rules below. (This proce- 
dure is analogous to the “doubling” trick in QED, where the analogue of O is Ve. j and 
of O, is C,,01 + fag, with f,, the electromagnetic field strength. ) 

We now integrate S$’) by separating out D°D? from V°V? and_ treating 


(V°V? — D?D*) as an interaction term. The result is 


4 q29 12 1 2 D2p2)2 _ fate g29 Lar -1s 
pay a Ii ef e023 (6.5.50) 


(Writing instead V?V? = D?e~" D?e" in the chiral representation gives the rules for the 
one-loop expression in the usual noncovariant formalism.) Therefore, a calculation of the 
one-loop contribution consists in evaluating graphs with propagators p °6'(@ — 6’) and 


vertices V?V" — D?D? giving rise to a string 
+ (V2V? — D?D*),5°(0; — Oi) (VV? — DD? iiss (6.5.51) 


with / d‘6, integrals at each vertex and one loop-momentum integral. We carry out the 


evaluation in the chiral representation, so that V; = D, . We concentrate on the i ver- 
tex, and from the next vertex we temporarily transfer the D? = V? factor across the 
6-function. We now use the identity (V’V? — D?D*)D? = (01, — O))D? (in the chiral 
representation). Having performed this maneuver we return the D? to its original place, 
and proceed to manipulate the next vertex in the same way. This procedure can be car- 
ried out at all vertices but one, which retains its original form. The resulting rules for 


the evaluation of A are, with the usual propagator, 


one vertex: 
D?(v? — D*) , (6.5.52) 
other vertices: 
O,.-Ob , (6.5.53) 


with the covariant derivatives in chiral representation. Now only one vertex contributes 


any D’s and as a consequence the evaluation of one-loop graph contributions from chiral 
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superfields is considerably simplified. Higher loops are given by the rest of the expres- 
sion in (6.5.44). 


Up to now we have not specified whether the V’s are full or background covariant 
derivatives. If both quantum and background gauge fields are present, it is more con- 
venient to carry out the above procedure at an early stage, before we write © = Be! , 
i.e., work with fully covariantly chiral superfields (but not for the ghosts, which are only 
background covariantly chiral). The result of the calculation is expressible in terms of 
the full covariant derivatives, and only at that stage, having integrated out the chiral 


superfields, do we need to make the background quantum splitting on the gauge fields. 


The “doubling” trick cannot be applied covariantly when the scalar multiplet is in 
a complex representation of the Yang-Mills group. If we write the covariantly chiral ® in 


terms of ordinary chiral ®) (D;®,) = 0) in the vector representation 


=e", , (6.5.54) 
we have 
P=c"S, , (6.5.55) 
and 
VE =e DPMS, , (6.5.56) 


is not in the same representation as ® (does not satisfy the same chirality condition) 
except when the representation is real (in which case 2 * = — Q). Therefore, the opera- 
tor O in (6.5.46) cannot be squared, since it is not representation-preserving. As a 
result, we must use rules at one loop which are not expressed manifestly in terms of con- 


nections [,, but involve explicit gauge fields. 


In (6.5.45) we express ® in terms of ®), and introduce ordinary chiral sources j9 


(Dsjo = 0). We have instead of (6.5.46) the following equations of motion in the pres- 


ence of external super- Yang-Mills: 


®, jo O- 2De"" 
O + S014, 102 (6.5.57) 


d, jo De’ 0 
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The noncovariant object O can be squared, since it preserves (D ;-)chirality: 
De" D7 ev 0 
O? = (6.5.58) 
0 D*e’ Dee” 
The action $,/ obtained from O? again gives a contribution equal to that of its hermi- 


tian conjugate. As in (6.5.50) we separate a D? from e’ D?e" and treat the rest as an 


interaction. The propagator is as before, but the vertex is now 
De De =D) «; (6.5.59) 


Note that, for real representations, V * = — V = — V, so this vertex is just D?(V? — D?), 
and the rules of (6.5.52,53) can be obtained. In general, for a group containing factors 


for which © is in a real representation, we can write V = V, + Vo, where V, *=— Vj, 


but V.* 4 —V, ( [V,, V2] =0), and write the vertex as 
Dele Vie r= Dg “Vago Die = Da + Tig (6.5.60) 
Then V, appears in the rules only as [',, while V, appears explicitly. 


The net result is that the effective action is expressed manifestly in terms of V4 
for Yang-Mills factors that occur coupled only to real representations, and always for 
higher-loop contributions. However, at one loop, and only for Yang-Mills factors coupled 
to complex representations, the contribution must be calculated in a way where the 


covariance is not manifest. 


Our methods can also be applied to massive chiral superfields. In that case the 
term jL1,~'j of (6.5.44) is replaced with 
1 mV? 


os die lian 
Gasat 2) Dat ae (6.5.61) 


a direct covariantization of the result (6.3.13). In performing the doubling trick, we use 


A(m) = A(—m). We replace the kinetic operator 


m WV? 
O(m) = (6.5.62) 
V2 om 


by 
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VV? — m 0 
O(—m)O(m) = : (6.5.63) 
0 VV? — m 
After making the corresponding replacements in (6.5.50), we obtain —() — m?)~! for 


the propagator, while the vertices are the same as before. 


We summarize the procedure for evaluating the effective action in the background 
field formalism: One-loop graphs with only external gauge field lines are obtained from 
the quadratic Lagrangian for V in (6.5.39), and by evaluating A for each chiral super- 
field. Higher loops are obtained with vertices involving interactions of the quantum 
fields, either from the higher-order expansion of the V Lagrangian, or from the perturba- 
tive evaluation of (6.5.44). The rules for loops with (some) external chiral lines follow 


from (6.5.44) and are the usual ones but with covariant propagators and vertices. 


d. Examples 


We now present some results. We begin by investigating the radiative generation 
of a Fayet-Iliopoulos term (4.3.3) for an abelian gauge field, and consider first the one- 


loop tadpole graph with a chiral field inside (Fig. 6.5.1). 


Fig. 6.5.1 


If the chiral field is massless, we can drop it when using dimensional regularization. In 
the massive case, according to the usual rules, it would seem to contribute but gauge 
invariance requires that there be two chiral fields of opposite charges, and their contribu- 
tions cancel. Therefore, gauge-invariant Pauli-Villars regulators cannot contribute to 
this graph either. As a result, the graph must be defined to vanish in the massless case 
in any gauge-invariant supersymmetric regularization procedure, dimensional or Pauli- 


Villars. 


However, in the case of real representations, with the covariant rules, there is no 


need for such an argument. At the vertex we have a contribution (see (6.5.52); to 
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linearized order we need not distinguish between full and background derivatives ) 
DV? — D®) = D[-ir°D, - i(5 DT.) (6.5.64) 


(to linearized order), and we do not have two D’s in the loop. Thus, for real representa- 


tions, the graph vanishes just by D algebra. 


Actually, even this calculation is unnecessary, because we can give a simple proof 
that the Fayet-[liopoulos term is never generated in perturbation theory for real repre- 
sentations: This term corresponds to a contribution to the effective action of the form 
/ d'xd*@0V. However, according to our covariant Feynman rules, a V never appears at a 


vertex, only connections and field strengths, so that no such term can be produced. 


We next calculate the one-loop contribution to the V self-energy from a massive 
chiral superfield in a real representation. If we use the ordinary non-background rules 
there are three graphs to compute (because we have massive ®® propagators), and they 
have to be combined to exhibit the gauge invariance of the final result. Also, there are 
some D manipulations to be performed. Here, there is essentially nothing to do. We 


consider again the relevant graph, shown in Fig. 6.5.2. 


Fig. 6.5.2 


One vertex is given by (6.5.64), while at the other vertex we have (again to linear order) 
O, - Oh = [-il%0, - (5 0T,)) + [-2W°D, - (5 D°W.)] . (6.5.65) 


Since we require two D’s and two D’s in the loop, there is a unique term with contribu- 
tions —iD°T'°D, from one vertex, and —iW°D,, from the other. The answer is 
d*k 1 


1 4 a 
thir fd OW o(-») | SES (6.5.66) 


(The factor k was defined in (6.4.5).) We observe that with the covariant rules there is 


no seagull-tadpole contribution. This would have to come from the nonlinear part of the 
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one-vertex formula (6.5.64), but it does not have enough D’s to contribute. 


We can obtain the V self energy in nonabelian Yang-Mills theory without any cal- 
culation. According to the discussion following (6.5.39), if we look at graphs with two 
external lines, there are not enough D’s in the loop. The only source of D’s are the W- 
terms, and each factor of W brings with it just one D. Thus the whole contribution to 
the self energy comes from the three chiral ghosts, and therefore we obtain an answer 
which is just —3 times that from the chiral field we considered above (with the fields 
now being background). This is a general feature: As already mentioned, V’s start con- 
tributing at one loop only beginning with the four-point function. To see the implica- 
tions of this remark, we give now a computation of the one-loop, four-particle S-matrix 


in N = 4 Yang-Mills theory. 

The one-loop contributions with external V lines come from a V loop, from the 
three chiral fields, or from the three chiral ghosts. Because of the statistics of the ghosts 
the chiral contributions cancel exactly. This is true for a graph with an arbitrary number 
of external vector lines. In particular, it implies that the two- and three-point functions 
are identically zero at the one-loop level. Therefore, we need only compute the V-loop 
contribution. We have just a box diagram, with factors —i(W°D, + W°D,) at each 
vertex, and we must keep terms with two D’s and two D’s. The D-algebra is trivial, 
and we obtain for the four-V amplitude 


i Cid Dig Z 


x[W°(p,) W,(p2) W* (ps) Wa(ps) 


— Lwe(p,) Wp.) Wels) WaPo] (6.5.67) 


where Gj is the contribution from the four-point scalar box diagram 


d*k 1 
a =) (Qr)! k2(k— p,)2(k—p, —po2(k+ ps? | (6.5.68) 


The trace is over internal symmetry indices, and all the superfields have the same 0 


argument. 
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This result is valid off-shell and is ultraviolet finite. On-shell it gives the one-loop 
S-matrix, but it is infrared divergent. (To obtain the S-matrix we drop the p, integrals 
and sum over p; permutations. The W’s give kinematical factors proportional to 
momenta and polarizations). The simplicity of the calculation is due in large part to the 
absence of chiral superfield contributions. In the particular gauge we are using there are 
no self-energy or triangle graphs to consider, and the whole S-matrix is given by the box 


graph. We will encounter a similar situation in supergravity (see sec. 7.8). 
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6.6. Regularization 


a. General 


The perturbative renormalization of superfield theories is in principle no different 
from that of ordinary field theories. We need a procedure for regularizing divergent inte- 
grals, and a prescription for subtracting ultraviolet divergences. We must deal with 
renormalizable non-polynomial Lagrangians (e.g., supersymmetric Yang-Mills in a super- 
symmetric gauge), and use the supersymmetry Ward identities in the course of renor- 
malization or, alternatively, use a regularization scheme that manifestly preserves super- 
symmetry. We do not have much to say about renormalization. For renormalizable 
models, we introduce renormalization constants in the classical action and use them to 


cancel, order by order in perturbation theory, the divergences we encounter. 


As we have already mentioned, in supersymmetric theories there are fewer diver- 
gences present than in nonsupersymmetric ones. In general, the degree of divergence of 
any supergraph can be determined by the dimensional argument of sec. 6.3 or by the fol- 
lowing power counting rules: In renormalizable theories all supersymmetric vertices have 
four D’s (either from the D? and D? of chiral superfields, or the D°, D°D, of gauge 
superfields). In nonrenormalizable theories there are additional factors, but we first con- 


sider the renormalizable case. All vertices have a d*6 factor. 


We consider an [-loop graph with V vertices, P propagators of which C’ are ®® or 
®® massive chiral propagators, and E external lines of which E, are chiral or antichiral. 
From the vertices there are V factors of D?D?~q?. The propagators produce q~” factors, 
but ®® or && propagators give an additional D?q~*~q"' factor. Each loop produces a 
d‘q~q' and uses up a D?D?~q? factor from 5D?D*5 = 6. Each external chiral line 
accounts for one D?~q missing at the corresponding vertex. The superficial degree of 


divergence is (using L — P + V = 1) 
DoH 400 OP ey a 6 SS Or. 


Therefore, for graphs with only external V’s the superficial degree of divergence is two 
(but gauge invariance improves this), and zero if there are two external chiral lines. Fur- 


thermore, if the external lines are all chiral an additional D? must come out of the loop: 


/ d*6®" = 0 so one must have at least i d*6®6"-! D?® for a nonzero result. Therefore the 
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convergence is improved and only graphs with one ® and one © line may be divergent. 
For renormalizable theories we obtain the results of sec. 6.3. In supergravity on the 
other hand, where at each vertex we have the equivalent of six factors of D, the degree 
of divergence of a graph is 2—C—E,.+V. This result can also be obtained by a 


dimensional argument (see sec. 7.7). 


Regularization is an important part of any renormalization scheme. Although in 
principle any regularization may be used, in practice it is preferable to use a scheme that 
is computationally simple and maintains as many properties of the classical theory as 
possible. This simplifies the renormalization procedure, which must not only make the 
quantum theory finite by subtraction of divergences, but also must maintain unitarity by 
possible subtraction of additional finite quantities. For theories with (global or local) 
symmetries, such additional subtractions are determined by the requirement that renor- 
malized Green functions satisfy Ward-Takahashi identities, and in the case of nonabelian 
gauge theories, Slavnov-Taylor identities. However, it is preferable to employ a regular- 
ization scheme that manifestly preserves all symmetries; this allows a renormalization 
scheme that requires the subtraction of only the divergent parts, so the application of 


Ward-Takahashi-Slavnov-Taylor identities is unnecessary. 


b. Dimensional reduction 


Dimensional regularization has proven to be the most practical method of regu- 
larization in component field theories because it has three properties: (1) It manifestly 
preserves (almost) all symmetries, thus bypassing the Ward-Takahashi or Slavnov-Taylor 
identities; (2) the regularized graphs are no harder to calculate than the unregularized 
ones and require only one regulator, the dimensionality of spacetime; (3) renormalization 
is a simple procedure, requiring only minimal subtraction. The prescription for dimen- 
sional regularization is: (1) Write the action in a form which is valid for any dimension 
D of spacetime; (2) calculate Feynman graphs formally in arbitrary spacetime dimen- 
sions, integrating over D components of each loop momentum, giving fields of any 
Lorentz representation the number of components appropriate to that value of D, and 
performing any algebraic manipulations that would be valid for finite integrals (i.e., per- 
forming the integral in dimensions D for which it is finite and analytically continuing in 


D); (8) renormalize by subtracting from divergent contributions (as D— 4) only their 
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pole parts (proportional to —), and no additional finite parts, first in subdivergences 


and then for the superficial divergence (in amputated one-particle-irreducible graphs, 


i.e., the effective action). 


This procedure has two drawbacks: (1) It must be supplemented by a prescription 
for handling symmetries which do not commute with parity, i.e., involving 5 Or €qyed; 
and in particular for correctly obtaining chiral anomalies for those cases where they are 
present. (2) It does not maintain supersymmetry: The prescription for giving fields of 
any Lorentz representation the number of components appropriate to D dimensions does 
not keep Fermi and Bose degrees of freedom balanced. A modification of the prescrip- 
tion, which would continue a four-dimensional theory to a theory supersymmetric in D 
dimensions, is not possible either. For example, if D is increased past 10, a globally 
supersymmetric theory would have to be continued to a locally supersymmetric one. We 
would have spins > 2 because the number of supersymmetry generators increases with 
increasing D. We now describe a modification of dimensional regularization intended to 


preserve supersymmetry, and return later to the first difficulty. 


Since the change in structure of supersymmetric theories as the number of super- 
symmetry generators (4N) is increased is not uniform, we consider keeping this number 
fixed. For regularizing ultraviolet divergences it is only necessary to continue to lower 
dimensions, and it is then possible to keep the number of supersymmetry generators 
fixed at their four-dimensional value. In general, our prescription for continuing to lower 
dimensions is to continue only the dimensionality of spacetime, but keep the range of all 
Lorentz indices the same, as if they were internal symmetry indices. As we reduce D, an 
N-extended supersymmetry can be reinterpreted as an N’-extended supersymmetry, 
N'> WN. For example, N = 1 in D=4 dimensions can be regarded as N = 2 in D=3 
dimensions. In this way, the number of bosonic and fermionic variables stay equal. Such 
a continuation is called “dimensional reduction”. Here we consider continuation only 


from D=4 to D<4. 


Our rules for applying dimensional reduction to regularize component Feynman 
graphs are: (1) All indices on the fields, and corresponding matrices, coming from the 
action are treated as 4-dimensional indices; (2) as in ordinary dimensional regularization, 
all momentum integrals are integrated over D-component momenta, and all resulting 


Kronecker 6’s are D-dimensional; (3) since D<4 always, any 4-dimensional Kronecker 6 
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contracted with a momentum equals that momentum 6a Py = p,, and any 4-dimensional 
6 contracted with a D-dimensional one gives the D-dimensional one 5.2 “= 6 a, where 
the “ ~’ indicates D-dimensional quantities. The first rule is necessary to preserve super- 
symmetry, since it keeps the number of components the same; the second rule preserves 
all the useful properties of dimensional regularization (e.g., gauge invariance); the last 


rule defines the regularization as dimensional reduction. 


Unlike in ordinary dimensional regularization, both 4-dimensional and D-dimen- 
sional quantities occur. Therefore, when applied to components, dimensional reduction 
requires handling more types of fields: e.g., a 4-dimensional vector becomes a D-dimen- 
sional vector and 4-D scalars. This can cause difficulties in nonsupersymmetric theories, 
since a larger variety of divergences can occur, but in supersymmetric theories supersym- 
metry allows only divergences containing the full set of 4-dimensional fields. For exam- 
ple, ([Aa Ai))? > Za2(Ag, As)? + ZsZo((Aa, $i)? + 2-2([di,9)])2, but in supersym- 
metric theories the D-dimensional extended supersymmetry that results from reducing 
4-dimensional supersymmetry ensures that Z4 = Z,. (In theories with only scalars and 
spinors, the only difference from usual dimensional regularization is in the normalization 


of the spinor trace, and hence these problems do not arise.) 


When applied to superfields, dimensional reduction is the unique form of dimen- 
sional regularization that allows the naive algebraic manipulation of the 4-dimensional 
spinor derivatives D,, in divergent as well as convergent supergraphs. This requirement 
leads to the following definition of regularization by dimensional reduction on super- 
graphs: (1) Perform all algebra as in D=4, obtaining a form where all 6-integration has 
been performed i.e., the graph is expressed as an integral over a single d‘”6 of products 
of superfields of various momenta times an ordinary momentum integral and is therefore 


manifestly supersymmetric; (2) perform the remaining momentum integral in D-dimen- 
sions. In step (1), we use the 4-dimensional identity Dap = 6,°p? (recall p? = 5 PDs 
(3.1.16,18)). No D-dimensional Kronecker deltas arise at this stage. In step (2), sym- 


metric integrations generate D-dimensional Kronecker deltas, e.g., 


Doar apg, (6.6.1) 


where 6,.°° =6 a” has the properties 
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Dri ¢ of wig vt 
wd Og Og SHO Q5 (6.6.2) 


§ 455% = 
and spinor indices are still manipulated as in 4 dimensions. 

On the other hand, a dimensional regularization scheme, which like ordinary 
dimensional regularizations continued spinor indices (including the one on 6°) to D- 
dimensional ones with k=277 components, would have problems:  e.g., 
i d"@d*@ = D'D* would no longer have well defined statistics, and would introduce 
higher derivatives (for k > 2) into the action, requiring some nonminimal subtraction 


scheme (such as analytic regularization). 


Unfortunately, although it preserves supersymmetry, regularization by dimensional 


reduction leads to ambiguities. For example, let us consider the expression 
6 aE Pider ae = 0 (6.6.3) 


which vanishes in D<5 because it is totally antisymmetric in 5 indices which take less 
than 5 values. (This also follows if we write the vector indices in terms of spinor indices 


and use 4-dimensional spinor manipulations.) If we now contract with 6 f° we obtain 


(D — 4) Dads? eS) = 0 (6.6.4) 


Since pjaqp7-S4) does not vanish in D=4, and we must require it not to vanish in D#4 to 
avoid generating arbitrary coefficients for such terms upon continuation, we have an 
inconsistency. This can also be viewed as an ambiguity: By evaluating a supergraph in 
two different ways, we may obtain results that differ by the left hand side of (6.6.4). If 
the supergraph is convergent, this ambiguity disappears in the limit D—4. However, if 
it is divergent, a finite difference between the two ways of evaluating the graph may 


result. 


The same ambiguity is present in component theories (supersymmetric or other- 


wise) that have chiral anomalies, where the corresponding expression is 


0= 6 “[tr(ys7e1a dT) + tr (57a BEL S)] 


= (D — 4)ér(ys PdT#) (6.6.5) 


To derive this result, we have used the identities 
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{Ya5 Yo} = 25an ’ {¥55Ya} = 0 ; 62=D ; (6.6.6) 


which are equivalent to the prescription (6.6.2) combined with the 4-dimensional spinor 


algebra. 


This problem arises because we have required that our regularization respects local 
gauge invariance: When we consider theories with axial couplings, we must use a pre- 
scription such as (6.6.6) that respects chiral invariance. This makes it impossible to cal- 
culate (unambiguously) anomalies that should be there. Modifications of (6.6.6) exist 
that give the correct anomalies, but unfortunately, these also give spurious anomalies 
that must be eliminated by using Ward-Takahashi-Slavnov-Taylor identities, which is 


just what we were trying to avoid. 


c. Other methods 


There do exist alternative schemes for supersymmetric regularization, at least for 
special systems. For theories that allow the introduction of mass terms, we can use 
supersymmetric Pauli-Villars regularization. This is the case, for example, in the Wess- 
Zumino model (or models with several chiral scalar superfields) where one can work with 


the regularized Lagrangian 


ip [oe [5 (mB? + SM) + TAG+ VG) the. , (6.6.7) 


or in models of chiral multiplets coupled to a Yang-Mills multiplet, for regularizing chiral 


loops, 


n= [ee (be"S+ S$ c,,e',) 


1 


Here the ®; are chiral regulator fields, and the limit M/; — co is to be taken at the end 


of the calculations. 
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For supersymmetric Yang-Mills theories we can use higher derivative regulariza- 


tion. For example, the usual covariant action can be modified to read 
ir faiePo wed +e )W. (6.6.9) 


and similar modifications can be made in the gauge fixing and ghost terms to produce 
propagators with k~* behavior for large k. As in ordinary Yang-Mills, all multiloop dia- 
grams are superficially convergent. However this procedure must be supplemented by a 


different one-loop regularization. 


Straightforward Pauli-Villars regularization cannot be used for Yang-Mills theories 
because it destroys gauge invariance. However, in the background field method it seems 
perfectly acceptable. In this method the effective action is manifestly covariant, and 
since the quantum fields transform covariantly (rotate like tensors), one can add a mass 
term, and therefore massive regulators, without destroying the gauge invariance. What 
is not entirely clear is that this can be done in general in a manifestly BRS invariant 
way, i.e., without destroying the unitarity of the S-matrix. But there seem to be no 
problems at the one-loop level, so that a combination of higher-derivative and one-loop 
Pauli-Villars regularization is a perfectly acceptable procedure for maintaining manifest 
supersymmetry in the background field formalism. A related procedure for one-loop 


graphs can be used even in a non-background formalism. 


Another regularization procedure, which has been used for one-loop graphs, is 
point splitting. We first consider the nonsupersymmetric case. The regularization is 
applied to one-loop graphs by expressing them as traces of propagators in external fields, 


and separating the coincident end points of the propagator: 


jets G(z,2)—- jes G(z,z+e) , (6.6.10) 


where € is an infinitesimal regulator. Writing the Green function G as a functional aver- 


age of fields, 


G(x,y) =< v(e)¥y) > = f Dv (x)¥y) (6.6.11) 
we can express the point splitting in the following form in terms of an explicit operator: 


G(z,r+e=<W(r)ev(r)> . (6.6.12)) 
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This procedure must be modified in order to preserve gauge invariances. However, for 
the form (6.6.12), gauge covariantization is trivial: We replace the partial derivative 0 


with a covariant one V =O — iA: 


<w(x)eeYu(z)> . (6.6.13) 
This is equivalent to the form: 
t+eE 
< v(x) P{exrp|[— if dr’. A(z')|}u(a+e)> , (6.6.14) 


x 


where the line integral is along a straight line and JP means path ordering. The equiva- 
lence can be proven, even for finite «, by writing the exponential in (6.6.13) as a product 
of exponentials of infinitesimals, and then reordering all the 0’s to the right (which 
translates the A’s). In calculations, it is more convenient to have the manifestly covari- 


ant form (6.6.13) in terms of V’s. 


The supersymmetric generalization is straightforward: For V, use the superspace 
covariant derivative. (In principle one could also translate in 6 with V,, but the 6 inte- 
gration is already finite and doesn’t need regularization.) The above equivalence to the 


path-ordered expression also holds in superspace. 


While such regularization methods maintain supersymmetry, they are cumbersome. 
Some form of dimensional regularization is preferable, for all the reasons we gave earlier. 
As we have already discussed, at the supergraph level this amounts to doing first all the 
D-algebra in four dimensions, and then dimensionally continuing the momentum inte- 
grals. The results are manifestly supersymmetric, but presumably the inconsistencies we 


have discussed earlier will give rise to some ambiguities in the results. 
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6.7. Anomalies in Yang-Mills currents 


As an example of our rules for chiral superfields and regularization methods, we 
calculate the supersymmetric version of the Adler-Bell-Jackiw anomaly. We consider a 
chiral multiplet coupled to both polar and axial vector gauge multiplets. The only phys- 
ical component in the anomaly multiplet is the anomaly in the chiral symmetry current 
corresponding to phase transformations of the chiral superfields. This symmetry com- 
mutes with supersymmetry transformations and should be distinguished from R-symme- 
try, which does not commute with supersymmetry. The R-symmetry chiral anomaly 
appears in the multiplet of superconformal anomalies, which also includes the trace and 


supersymmetry current anomalies. We will discuss this in sec. 7.10. 


We consider the action for scalar multiplets coupled to vector multiplets: 
= [esate he'D . (6.7.1) 


For simplicity, we assume an even number of scalar multiplets, in pairs of opposite 
charge with respect to polar vector gauge fields. The two Weyl spinors in such a pair 
form a Dirac spinor, with the usual transformation under parity. The column vector ® 
is thus in a real representation of the symmetries which the polar vectors gauge. We can 
also consider the coupling of axial vector gauge fields, with respect to which the two 
members of a pair have the same charge. The Dirac spinors of the pairs couple to these 
axial vectors with a y;. To indicate these two types of vectors, and the corresponding 


two types of vector multiplets, we separate V into polar and axial parts: 
VS Ve 2 Ve Sav 3s VS 2 (6.7.2) 


The * refers to complex conjugation in the sense of (3.1.9) (V*=V‘, since V=V"), but 
can refer to matrix complex conjugation if an appropriate representation is chosen. This 
is a special case of the situation discussed after (6.5.59). Since ® is in a real representa- 
tion of the group of V,, the polar vector multiplet, we can use improved rules with 
respect to it, but must use the unimproved form (at one loop) for V_, the axial vector 


multiplet. 


We consider the one-loop graphs with two external polar vectors and one external 
axial vector. Depending on the group structure, the anomaly in the line of the axial vec- 


tor may or may not cancel. If the axial anomaly is nonvanishing, axial gauge invariance 
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is lost, and the axial vector cannot be considered physical. To be general, we consider 
the axial vector as merely a device for defining the appropriate axial current. We then 
evaluate the divergence of that current in terms of the polar vector fields appearing at 


the other two legs. 


Varying the action with respect to any of the axial vector multiplets V_, we obtain 


the axial current superfields 
J, =®7T,® , (657.3) 


where we have written V.=V_*T,. Gauge invariance of the action requires the on- 
shell conservation law V?J, =0 (as follows from substituting the transformation law 
BV iA LV i 


= e'Se’-e~ "4 into the action and varying with respect to the chiral gauge parame- 


ter). Therefore we define the anomaly A, by 


Vy Say. & (6.7.4) 


We will find that the anomaly V?J is proportional to W*. The component (axial) 


current is given by j..= 5 [Vas Val |. Its divergence is therefore given by 


aoc ee ~ [V7 VJ] ~ (WW? — VW?) | ~ “fas feay Which is the familiar component 


result. 


The anomaly can be calculated by evaluating the matrix element 
Viel, Os (6.7.5) 


where ® is now covariantly chiral with respect to V,. In the calculations below we omit 
the group theory factor. We compute the matrix element < ®®> and at the end we 
must take the trace of its product with T,. 


We will evaluate the anomaly by three methods: (1) the Adler-Rosenberg method, 
(2) with a Pauli-Villars regulator, and (3) with point-splitting regularization. 


In the Adler-Rosenberg method we need only compute a triangle graph with one 
axial and two polar vectors at the vertices. Other, self-energy-type graphs, with one vec- 
tor at one vertex and two at the other also contribute. However, their contribution 
merely covariantizes that from the triangle graph and therefore, by imposing gauge 
invariance, the full result can be extracted from this graph. We use the background-field 


formalism of sec. 6.5. At the axial vertex we have, from < ®® > itself, 
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DD? , (6.7.6) 


while at the other two we use the linearized expression (6.5.65) with on-shell, Landau- 


gauge polar vectors (0“1,, = D°W, = 0): 
=1( 070, + W*D.) + (6.7.7) 


The supergraph is shown in fig. 6.7.1: 


T° np, ars iW’ Dg 


Fig. 6.7.1 


It is easy to check, by integration by parts, that the W°D,, W°Ds terms do not 
contribute on shell. Therefore the D manipulation is trivial and we must evaluate an 
ordinary graph, as in scalar QED, with 1 at one vertex, and —7I*0, at the others. The 


Feynman integral is 


a’ PoP a Dt 
la Pp — ap + ae M(@Qr(a) - (6.7.8) 


This directly gives the contribution to the matrix element < @® >. (If considered as an 
ordinary triangle graph, with external vectors attached afterwards, the factor of 2 from 
functionally differentiating the two I*’s corresponds to this graph plus that with crossed 


vector lines. ) 


According to our supersymmetric dimensional regularization prescription the rest 
of the evaluation should be carried in D dimensions and the other graphs should be 
included. However, gauge invariance requires that I,(q) enter the result in the form 
Fay = — 1420), and a term of this form can only be obtained from the triangle graph, by 
extracting from the integral the (finite) part proportional to q’,g,. After introducing 


Feynman parameters and shifting the loop momentum this part can be easily extracted, 
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and we obtain for the complete contribution to < ®® > 


+ a: Ewe F(q)F 45(q/) (6.7.9) 
or, in x-space 
Soe et a (pee. (6.7.10) 
4 (4r)? 1 vo 
Here 
Fay = Oly = 5 Cas (all 5, + 5Ca3ViaW py (6.7.11) 
and hence 


FEE y = 5 (VOW) (VW) + hee. 


= —AV?W? + hic. , (6.7.12) 


where we have used the field equations V,W°* = V°W°* = 0. 
The anomaly is given by 


1 1 ab = 
(47) Of Pal a 


vi i lLRaypy hs 


2 
EPO a (6.7.13) 


This must be multiplied by the group generator T, and a trace taken (with 
Woe Woe Le) 


In the Pauli-Villars regularization method we compute 


lim V?(< 66 > — < ©, @,, >) (6.7.14) 


m—-Co 


where ®,, is a massive regulator field. In this regularized expression we can use the 


equations of motion 
V’d=0 , V’8,, = me®,, (6.7.15) 
so that the relevant quantity to compute is 


— lim m< ®,,®,, > (6.7.16) 


m— Co 
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Using (6.5.44,61) we have 


-V? —_——_ Vv? = — (6.7.17) 


We must therefore compute a loop graph, with V? replaced by D? (this is the only 
source of D’s), and (O1, — m*)~' expanded in powers of the background field (we need 
at least two D’s): 


1 : 
(-iW°D,) =——s (-iW°Dg) 


ey +--+ (6.7.18) 


Oh = m? 
The only nonzero contribution in the m — co limit comes from the term explicitly 
written. In momentum space it corresponds to a triangle graph with D? at one vertex 


and W°D,, W® D, at the other two. The anomaly is therefore given by 


— lim m? [LE See ee ie ee ‘ 
we” | Gt pa mleS lene 
See WwW? (6.7.19) 
7 (47)? re 


as before. 


In the point-splitting method we compute 


D<6eVEs =< b6V2eVES 


=< be Vie 8 VeEvyPS> . (6.7.20) 
Using the commutation relations (4.2.90) of the covariant derivatives, we find 
-—eVoa eV is Q 1 a BB 3 
e€ Vee =Veg-egWa t+ ae ae (Vigg al +O(e) . (6.7.21) 


V 


We then expand the remaining e“’ = err ii —ie-I+ O(e’)], express everything in 


terms of < B(x)e° B(x) > = < &(x)®(z + €) >, and take the limit ¢ — 0. 
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However, we can limit the number of terms we need consider by evaluating 


< &(x)®(2 + €) > first. The only terms which are divergent in the limit « — 0 (from 
power counting) are given by the tadpole and propagator graphs, as shown in fig. 6.7.2: 


D? 


Fig. 6.7.2 


(As before, we have two factors D? and D? from ©® and ®, and 
O,-O)~-i(t0,+W°D,).) The W°D, term does not contribute. The graphs are 


evaluated as 


d‘p _, D ed 
el it.22 
| Gare” wei Ge ee 
so that 
_ ies . F 
< ®(x)®(¢ + €-) > = —— — [1 +ie-T+O0(e€)] . (6.7.23) 
(47)? &? 


We thus keep factors multiplying < ®6> only to O(e’), and also drop factors O(e’) 
which have a D; acting on < ®6 >. The result is 


DP < be°%G > = (eM W Dg - 5 W ae saW*) < be°°S > 


u 


1 1 
(47)? &? 


~ (-“W Ds + CW?) (1 + ie-T) 


| rae = 
(i See W Da ~+W?) . (6.7.24) 


BB 


(Note in particular that only the er? part of the remaining ony contributes, and only 
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up to O(e) in ee Vy er.) 
Using the chiral representation relation 
DT = 1C',3W 5 5 (6.7.25) 


we obtain the same result as by the previous two methods. (Note that in ordinary QED 


the calculation is slightly simpler because the point-split propagator goes only as € |.) 


At higher loops, and also at one loop for real representations, our covariant Feyn- 
man rules apply. Consequently the triangle graph contribution to the effective action 
depends on the connections and field strengths and not on the gauge fields themselves 
and, by simple power counting, it is therefore superficially convergent. We draw two 
conclusions: There are no one-loop chiral anomalies for the Yang-Mills multiplet itself 
(the chiral ghosts are in a real representation of the group), and there are no higher-loop 
chiral anomalies for any multiplet: For the chiral current defined by (6.7.3) the Adler- 


Bardeen theorem holds. 


The Adler-Bardeen theorem is not in conflict with the existence of higher-order 
contributions to the 6-function. As we mentioned at the beginning of this section, the 
chiral current that is in the same multiplet with the energy-momentum tensor is not the 
one we have discussed here, but the R-symmetry axial current. It is a member of the 
supercurrent defined by coupling to supergravity, and in general its anomaly does receive 


higher-order radiative corrections as do the anomalies of its supersymmetric partners. 
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7. QUANTUM N=1 SUPERGRAVITY 


7.1. Introduction 


The quantization of superfield supergravity presents a number of new features 
and complications that we discuss in this chapter. Once the gauge-fixing procedure and 
ghost structure have been determined Feynman rules can be obtained. Useful as super- 
graphs are in global supersymmetry, their power is awesome when it comes to doing per- 
turbation theory calculations in supergravity. Much of the simplicity of superfield calcu- 
lations in supergravity, as compared with component calculations, occurs because, as in 
global supersymmetry, we deal with objects having fewer Lorentz indices. The super- 
gravity superfield is a Lorentz vector, as compared to the Lorentz second-rank tensor 
and vector-spinor of component supergravity. Consequently the interaction Lagrangians 
have fewer terms, and the tensor algebra is much simpler. For example, the three-gravi- 
ton vertex contains 171 terms, while the corresponding three-vertex in supergravity con- 
sists of only 27. As a result, it is possible to do calculations in superfield supergravity 
that have not even been attempted in ordinary quantum gravity or component super- 


gravity. 


The investigation of the divergence structure of quantum supergravity is also very 
much facilitated by the use of superfields. Many cancellations due to supersymmetry 
happen automatically, and it is much easier to list and understand the possible countert- 
erms. In component calculations, with non-supersymmetric gauge-fixing terms for the 
graviton and gravitino, the corresponding cancellations do not occur automatically, and 


it is much more difficult to determine what infinities might be present or absent. 


Background field methods play a crucial role here. Since the calculations are never 
very easy, and the algebra does get complicated, it is essential to keep some control of 
the gauge invariance of the theory, and this is best accomplished by working in the man- 
ifestly gauge-invariant background field formalism. In particular, we have the usual 
property that all divergences are gauge invariant: The formalism avoids the noncovari- 
ant divergences of gravitational theories quantized in nonbackground gauges. We shall 
see that, just as in Yang-Mills theory, the background field quantization has the further 
virtue of simplifying some of the vertices. It also allows us to work with only back- 


ground covariant derivatives rather than prepotentials, and consequently leads to some 
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improvement in the power counting rules for the theory. 


The new feature of the quantization procedure is the appearance of large numbers 
and new types of ghosts, besides the Faddeev-Popov and Nielsen-Kallosh ghosts. They 
arise either because of certain constraints that the gauge-fixing functions satisfy, or are 
introduced to remove certain nonlocalities that have been produced by the gauge-fixing 


procedure. In addition, we find numerous ghosts-for-ghosts. 


We discuss first the background field quantization procedure. Ordinary quantiza- 
tion Feynman rules can easily be obtained from the ones we derive by setting the back- 
ground fields to zero, but in pure supergravity there is little advantage to using them: 
In general, L-loop calculations in ordinary field theory present about the same level of 
difficulty as L+1-loop calculations in the background field method. In the following 
sections we discuss the background-quantum splitting, which we pattern after the one in 
Yang-Mills theory, the number and kinds of ghosts one may encounter, and the choice of 
gauge-fixing function. Once we have the Lagrangian, we can discuss general properties 


of the effective action, derive supergraph rules, and do loop calculations. 


We consider only n = — : supergravity. In sec. 7.10.e we shall argue that N = 1, 


né—= theories are inconsistent at the quantum level due to anomalies in the Ward 


identities of local supersymmetry (except when part of an extended theory). 
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7.2. Background-quantum splitting 


We divide the discussion in two parts: the splitting itself, and the expansion of 
the action. As in the Yang-Mills case, the splitting into quantum and background fields 
is nonlinear and done in terms of exponentials. The simplest way to understand it is as 
an expansion of the (constrained) covariant derivatives in terms of unconstrained quan- 
tum prepotentials (needed for quantization) and constrained background derivatives; 
the simplest way to obtain it is by re-solving the constraints, as in sec. 5.3., but using 
background covariant instead of flat superspace derivatives. Except for some small mod- 


ifications explained below, the results can be written almost immediately. 


The expansion of the action is algebraically lengthy, but straightforward. We give 
the part quadratic in the quantum fields, but the procedure can be extended for finding 


higher order terms. 


a. Formalism 


The quantum-background splitting in supergravity follows a pattern very similar 
to that of Yang-Mills, and we simply repeat it here, referring the reader back to sec. 6.5 
for motivation and an explanation of the procedure. We start with the conventional 


derivatives (with degauged U(1); see sec. 5.3.b.8) 


V4 = Ba" Dy + (849M "+ ®,5°M 3") 


[Va, Ve} =Tan°Vot (Rap, Ms" 2 Raps M;*) ; (7.2.1) 
covariant under the (vector-representation) transformations: 


Vie Se Vee 7. RS 5 


K = K™iDy + (KM + Kilt 4) (7.2.2) 


The solution to the constraints expresses the derivatives in terms of the unconstrained 
prepotentials H,,, and ¢ and ordinary flat-space derivatives Dj, in the chiral representa- 
tion, as in sec. 5.3. For the time being we use a chiral density compensator. We achieve 
our quantum-background splitting by substituting into the solution background covari- 


ant derivatives for the flat derivatives. The fields H,, and @ are the quantum fields, 
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while the background fields appear implicitly in the background derivatives. 


We take the background covariant derivatives V4, in the vector representation, 
V;=(V,)', iIVi= (iV,,)', and require them to satisfy the same constraints as V4. 


This immediately allows us to solve the representation preserving constraints: 
{Va,Ve} =Toag’V, + Rog(M) (7.2.3) 


and its hermitian conjugate are obviously satisfied by (cf. sec. 5.3.b.2) 


a 


Vq = UV g+05,"M,'+G,1M.") , (7.2.4a) 


Va =e MU(Va + Wag'M P+ MMe" , (7.2.4b) 


where H = H“iV, introduces the quantum field H“ which also appears in V and the 
quantum connection w. We have written the derivatives in a chiral representation with 
respect to H4. Replacing e” = eve? and multiplying all quantities by e® from the left 
and e~® from the right would take us to a quantum vector representation. However, for 


quantization, it is simpler to work with H. 


It is also convenient to define background covariant hatted objects as in (5.2.23), 


but from background covariant derivatives and H: 


Ve=Ve, Vase tVae® , Vig=—ifVa Va} : (7.2.5) 
Vy = E,?Vp + (64,7M_,? + 6 ,1,") = (—1)4e-# (Vy )e# 5 (7.2.6) 


and define 7’ ape aud R Aap in terms of them. We also define the superdeterminants, with 


their appropriate hermiticity conditions: 


E=sdetE,M , E=sdetE,” , E=sdetE,? ; 


We have used the identity, for any function f, 
fE HE = Hf + fi(-1)4V4H4 (7.2.8) 


(dropping the term iH4(E-'W ,E) = —iH4(-1)9T 4,2 =0 (see (5.3.42)). The 
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— 


background covariantization of the operator e ” is thus e ETE _Ble-" EB. It results 


in the hermiticity conditions (from (5.3.51b) and (7.2.9)) 
Ge Py Set (iee ee) sy, BPS (pee ® . (7.2.9) 


v] 


We use a conventional constraint to determine the vector covariant derivative 


Vad =e i{Va, Va} ’ (7.2.10) 
and conventional constraints 7.3) = 0 (or equivalently T , are = 0) and T,, (a ae =0 to 
determine the spinor connections: 

U5" =-—06 OV 5 int == (Wag yt ; 
nah y ies 5 a 
yg =- 17, =z)! ; (7.2.11) 
(compare to (5.3.55) and (5.3.25) after degauging). 
Finally, we impose the n = — : conformal-breaking constraint, which determines UV 
by a procedure similar to that of sec 5.3: 
Vag Me Sa(l-e = BEET , (7.2.12) 


where ¢ is background covariantly chiral: V;¢ = V,¢ = 0. For quantum calculations, 
we have to either express @ explicitly in terms of an ordinary chiral superfield and the 
background gauge field or, what is preferable in general, derive covariant Feynman rules 


that allow us to work with it directly. 


The full derivatives V , transform covariantly under two sets of transformations: 


(a) Background transformations: 


K=K= KAN +(K2iMg + KyiM 4) . (72:13) 
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These transformations follow from the requirement that the full derivative V4 transform 
covariantly and @ be background covariantly chiral: From (7.2.4a) or (7.2.6,12) it fol- 
lows that YW and w transform covariantly, and therefore, from (7.2.4b) H transforms 


covariantly. 


(b) Quantum transformations: 


V,= Vi 5 (7.2.14a) 


iA — =(V,A2 — V,A° — iG, At) 


g =e Q, (7.2.14b) 
Vite We Ve (7.2.14c) 

where 
A=A4iV, 4A , [We,Aln=0 ; (7.2.14d) 


for any background covariantly chiral 7 (V7 = 0). We have taken the standard chiral 
representation transformations (5.2.16,67) for the quantum superfields H and @¢ except 


for certain modifications required because of the V4’s in H and A. Since 
[HA] = (HAA — AH4)iV, — AP HA(T pV + Rag(M)) , (7.2.15) 


gtete generates Lorentz transformation terms. We introduce 


AA) X 4° M 4° ~ X 2° M 34 to cancel them. Similarly, the usual transformation law of 


@ has the additional G,A* term because we require ¢’ to be background chiral and 


V3(V,A* — V,A® — i1G,A*) =0. The transformation (7.2.14c) of V4 follows from 
(7.2.14a,b). The A-dependent Lorentz transformation L,°%(A) corresponds to the w 4? 
term in (5.2.21) with additional contributions from X (A). 


In practice, we never need to compute X explicitly. Using (7.2.15) and the Baker- 


Hausdorff theorem, 
cil eH p-iA _ pH'+Y(M) (7.2.16) 


for some Lorentz transformation Y(M). Since H’ is a scalar operator, 
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[H',Y(M)] =Y'(M) Ci.27L%a) 
for some Lorentz rotation Y’ and hence 
per a eer is (7.2.17b) 


thus defining X. Introducing X into (7.2.14b) is equivalent to the prescription of drop- 
ping at any stage of the calculation Lorentz terms other than those implicit in V4. For 
convenience, we introduce the operation < > that removes explicit Lorentz generators as 


follows: For any 
A= AMV, + (Ad? M "+ APS) , (7.2.18a) 
we define 
L<A>=HA4Ve, <A oH=e .. (7.2.18b) 
The transformation law for H can be rewritten 
grasses... (7.2.19) 


The quantum-background splitting we have described is equivalent to the following 
splitting of the prepotential in terms of a quantum chiral H and background vector Q: 


eM split) — < gM@e By (7.2.20) 


which is analogous to the Yang-Mills case (6.5.25). The usual chiral representation 
transformation law 


Sete et stags ete Ot ae a (72:21) 


can be rewritten as either background (7.2.13) or quantum (7.2.14) transformations 
analogous to those of (6.5.27). 


As in the nonbackground case, the quantum transformations must preserve chiral- 
ity (7.2.14d). Therefore, A takes the following form, expressing it in terms of the uncon- 
strained supergravity gauge parameter L° (cf. (5.2.14)): 


Avg = —iVed °Ly, Ag=V°b Ly .- (7.2.22) 


(We have made the redefinition L,—@ °L, to simplify quantization, as will be 


explained in sec. 7.4.) Furthermore, we choose the (quantum) Az-gauge H° = H ¢_9 
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(see (5.2.18)), which determines A; in terms of L, : 


A, =e "W¢?%L,+O0(R,G,W) . (7.2.23) 


Q@ 
This supersymmetric gauge choice does not introduce any ghosts. 


We now take the classical supergravity action (5.2.48) in terms of full superfields 
and express it in terms of the quantum gauge fields and the background covariant 


derivatives, using (7.2.4-12): 


3 
So=- 5 | a'za's Bo 3 
K 


EX =EB'BG(1-eF HE)ige 46 , (7.2.24) 


This expression is the direct background covariantization of (5.2.72), including a factor 
of E! to make it a density. The quantum fields appear explicitly and in E, while the 


background fields appear implicitly in covariant derivatives and E. 


b. Expanding the action 


Our next task is to expand the action in powers of the quantum fields. This is a 
tedious but healthy exercise and we outline the steps needed to get the quadratic part, 
which we need for discussing gauge-fixing, and for doing one-loop calculations. Cubic 
and higher-order terms are needed for higher-loop calculations, but we do not derive 


them here. 


We must expand the exponentials and the determinant E-3 in (7.2.24) in powers 

of H. We first define A, by 
By=<V4>= 2 42Vp = (5427 +Ag?)Vp = Vat Ay . (7.2.25) 
3 


The expansion of E73 is then, to quadratic order in A (and H): 


B-3 = [sdet(1 + A)}-3 = exp(— ; str In(1 + A)) 


ae Es anaes 2 
aaa 3 strA + = (strA) + ¢str(A’) 
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=1= 5 (-1)4Aa4 + GUC? + G(-D4 Aa Ast (7.2.26) 


To find the explicit form of A,?, we return to (7.2.5,6) and write A, explicitly. Since 


=~ 


Sy Sey eye 


A;=0 . (72278) 


<Vy>=<e FV ze" > =Vat<[Va,H| >+5< (Vo, H],H] >+ <O(H*) > 
(7.2.27b) 


we obtain A,” (+6,% ) from the coefficient of Vp, on the right hand side of (7.2.27b). 
Since H is a scalar operator, we can drop Lorentz rotation terms produced by the com- 
mutators at each stage, because they can produce only more Lorentz terms (see 


(7.2.17a)). We obtain A,” from the right hand side of 


<V, >= -i< {Va,Ve} > 


=V.-1< {Va Va, A} > 15 <{Va [Vo A], A} >. (7.2.27e) 


Again we can drop Lorentz terms at intermediate stages of the calculation: They con- 


tribute only to A,’, and since A;? = 0 (to all orders), they do not contribute to the 


determinant EL. We first find A,? to lowest order in H: 


[V.,4] = [V.,.,H*iV,] = i[V,,H4]V, + iH"|V., Vi) 


= i(V,H4)V, — H,)(RV; — G73V,) + Lorentz terms , 
and hence 
Af==HyG? , AZS=iV,A . (7.2.28) 
(Again we can ignore A,8.) 


Proceeding in this manner we then find, to the order in H a necessary for the 


quadratic action (H -V = H°°V,,.): 
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Bg _ ie 34 
Ae S=(1= 51H V)H,.G A 


1 j 1 aw 3é .C €0 1 é € 
= 9 (V.H”)H [5 0 V ;G + 53(W, 8 —— 550 V R)| 


1 5 Bf 1. Bppz? 
+ 5H j;GPH,:G — 5 6."RRE 
RESIN” 5 


Ao =—i(-VaH,G" + RV,Hs) , 


AL =VaV Ht + 5°A.? (7.2.29) 
We have used the fact that, for the part of the action quadratic in H, we need only the 


linear parts of A,’’ and A,,,” , and we can also drop any total derivatives of quadratic 
terms (but not if we were to compute higher-order terms in the action). After substi- 


tuting (7.2.29) into (7.2.26) we find, again dropping irrelevant terms, 


A 


Bi =1-5{VjV,H™ -(1- 5iH-V)G-H 
1 j wi ac sc €a Qa € 

a (V.H”)H 2d, V ;G 9 + 635(2W,% — 5,°VR)| 

+ 5((G-H)? — 2G°H?] — RRH?} + (Viv, — GH) 
1 


+ 2 {(VjiVHY — 53H, .G")(ViV, HY — 59H) 


—2(VjH,,G” — RV,H°s)V,H” — ((G-H)? -2@?H7} . (7.2.30) 


We also have the relevant terms of ( using (7.2.10), and expanding ¢ = 1+ y): 


ge" 6=14+(x+D4+xxX-iH- VX. (7.2.31) 


Finally, we obtain the quadratic part of the Lagrangian by multiplying together the 


418 7. QUANTUM N=1 SUPERGRAVITY 


various contributions, to obtain : 


EE‘ =1+(x+<+5G-H) + x¥- Zi(x- OV-A+5(xt+ VGH 


lnppp2ttrwaip. toi gy Lis: a2 
+ >RRH’ + —(G-H)* + 5(V- A)’ - = (V3, ValH™) 


1 = a ae ecepBe 
— <(G- B)V3, V.JH" + SR(V8H")(V oH as) 

1 5 CW ac 2¢ €Q a € 
ae (V,.H”)H_-(5, V ;G 4 638(2W,* — 5,°VR)| 


= HWW ViV, + V.V;V;V,)H” . (72:32) 
By using the identity (with OI = SV" V3) 


V.V3ViV, + V,ViVEV. 


= C.,C3,(- + {V?, V7} — 5 [-RV! +6%V, + (VSG) M,, + Wi Fil,S 7) 


ay 


_ 2RRM,,M ;; ~ (V(.R)V,)M 5; (7.2.33) 
we can rewrite (7.2.32) as 
BEE 1 =14+{xy+x+5H"G, 3} + {x7t FiT— Vogt + OH, ; 
1 a2 LS ad\2  lryo2, 3 ad. 2,3p 
+ (Vogl)? — = (Vg, Vol)? — = [(V? + SRW (V2 +5 R)H aI} 


1 —) [7 aa 1 ad 2 D [yaa 
+{5(v+H Gara Gs) +; RRA Has 


Roe RHI RY! + ROH, 


aa 


1 adn BBS 1 ad NS 3B wd 3 3 
— APG" lV 3, Velfaa + 5 EUV eG") V H's + (V eG" 5) V pHa] 


° 
aa 


1 fate iwi 3 1 pad 6 => He 
~ (HG, a)[V 3, VslH + 5H (WV aH e+ Wa V Hos) } , (7.2.34) 
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where we have also used the Bianchi identities (5.4.16,17,18)._ The expression in the 
first set of braces is linear in the quantum fields. If sources are coupled to them, varia- 
tion with respect to H and xy gives R= J andG,,,, = J,,, using 


jets d‘¢6E ly = jes d’6 e 8g (7? +R)x= jes a0 e ®¢ Ry (7.2.35) 


(see sec. 5.5.e; we are in the background vector representation). The expression in the 
second set of braces is the direct covariantization of the free Lagrangian, which is 


obtained by setting all background fields to zero: 


~ 5 = XX + F(T x)OgH + 2H — DD? — DDH, g 


+ = (O.gH™) — = (Dz, DH) . (7.2.36) 
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7.3. Ghosts 


In the next section we shall discuss in detail the quantization of superfield super- 
gravity. The procedure is not entirely straightforward and runs into a number of sub- 
tleties not normally encountered in simpler theories, so it is desirable to know ahead of 
time the general ghost structure of the quantized theory. This is the topic of the present 
section. We discuss the following subjects: (a) how the linearized ghost structure can be 
easily determined before performing the quantization; (b) the modifications to the Fad- 
deev-Popov procedure necessary when using constrained gauge-fixing functions in the 
presence of background fields; (c) how to obtain only propagators that go as p*, and 
avoid infrared difficulties, while still keeping the action local, by the introduction of 
additional fields; and (d) the necessity for appropriate parametrization of the gauge 
transformations (for which (density) compensators are crucial) so that the Faddeev- 
Popov procedure is applicable, and so that we only use the types of superfields allowed 


in an arbitrary supergravity background. 


a. Ghost counting 


We first give a simple rule for counting all the ghosts in any gauge theory. In 
ordinary gauges some of these ghosts may decouple, but in background field gauges all 
the ghosts couple to the background. We begin by deriving the rules for a general com- 
ponent-field gauge theory. To streamline notation, we drop all indices and indicate 
abnormal-statistics fields by primes. The general quadratic Lagrangian for any gauge 


field can be written in the form ADI"ILA, where II is a projection operator and n is an 
1 

integer (when A is a tensor ) or half-integer (when A is a spinor: T2=9 ). For physical 

fields n = 1 or . ( The operators 0, 0, etc. may be covariant with respect to back- 


ground fields, and may include “nonminimal” couplings to the background.) The gauge 
invariance is expressed as 6A = OA , with TIOX = 0. After gauge fixing, the Lagrangian 
becomes ALJ" A but, in order to cancel the A = OA mode, which did not occur in the 
original Lagrangian, we must introduce a ghost B’. Its Lagrangian is obtained through 


the substitution A— > A’ = OB’ in the gauge-fixed Lagrangian. We thus obtain 
I= AD’4+ (0B)0"(0B’) = AD"A4+ BO" WB’ (734) 


where II’ is a new projection operator. In the simplest cases II'’=1 (e.g., if A is the 
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photon field) and we are through. More generally (e.g., if A is an antisymmetric tensor 
gauge field) B’ has a gauge invariance, and we must continue the procedure until no 
gauge invariance remains. (This is a finite procedure, since each ghost has one less vector 


index than its predecessor). 


The final Lagrangian thus has the form 
I= AD*A+BO"'B'+CO"V?C+--- . (7.3.2) 


For tensor fields, a field with kinetic operator J” represents m fields of that type with 
kinetic operator O; for spinors, 0” represents 2m fields with a @. (If 01 includes back- 
ground interactions their contribution to the effective action is 
In det OO" =m In det 0 = 2m In det p .) Thus, for physical tensor fields A (n= 1), the 


number of successive fields goes as 1, —2,3,—4,..., while for physical spinor fields 
a= 5): they go as 1,—3,5,-—7,..., where the minus signs indicate abnormal statistics. 


These numbers represent the net number of normal-statistics minus abnormal-statistics 
quantum fields in the linearized Lagrangian, all coupling to the background fields. Fur- 
thermore, as we will see below, all the fields in this counting decouple at higher loops 
(and at one loop when one is quantizing in ordinary gauges rather than background field 
gauges) except for the physical fields and (for nonabelian theories) the Faddeev-Popov 
ghosts of the physical fields. There may also be additional compensating fields coming 
in pairs of opposite statistics (“catalysts”: see below) which cancel in this counting, and 
which also cancel in one-loop background field calculations (but may contribute for 
higher loops). Examples where this counting includes more than just the physical and 
Faddeev-Popov fields are: (1) the gravitino, which has 1, —3 instead of 1,—2, due to the 
appearance of the Nielsen-Kallosh ghost (see below); (2) p-forms, which have 
1,—2,3,...,(—1)’(p + 1) instead of 1,—2,4,...,(—1)?2?, due to Nielsen-Kallosh ghosts 


and “hidden” ghosts (see also below). 


Generalization of the counting rules to superfields is straightforward, though each 
case has to be treated separately because of the greater variety of superfield gauge trans- 
formations. We first generalize to superfields the result of the previous paragraph for 
obtaining the number of superfields with standard kinetic term corresponding to one 
with a higher-derivative kinetic term. When []” is the kinetic operator for general 


unconstrained superfields, it is equivalent to m general tensor superfields with kinetic 


A22 7. QUANTUM N=1 SUPERGRAVITY 


operator (J, or 2m general spinor superfields with kinetic operator p. (Note that, as dis- 
cussed in sec. 3.8, sdetL] = 1 unless 1) has nontrivial 0-dependence.) However, for chiral 


superfields the situation is slightly more subtle (see (3.8.28-36) ): 
m 2m 
jes d¢eoO"h —> fate doo, — eae d‘0@,, , (7.3.3a) 
i=l i=l 


2m+1 


i d‘cd‘9 $0"6 — S- / d‘zd‘0®,®, , (7.3.3b) 
i=1 
m+1 
jets d'0 P° Oia" 6, Sg fate do 6°O6, + h.c.] . (7.3.3c) 
i=1 


The ®® form of (7.3.3a) gives the result for chiral scalar superfields, whereas the 601® 
form is applicable to chiral (undotted) spinor superfields. This latter result can also be 
related to (7.3.3c) by noting that (7.3.3a) for m = 1 and (7.3.3c) for m =0 are merely 
different gauge choices for the gauge-fixed action for the tensor multiplet (cf. 


(6.2.32-34)). 


We now consider some examples of superfield ghost counting. The simplest is the 


vector multiplet. The classical Lagrangian is VOI:iV , with 6V = i(A — A) , where A is 
2 


chiral and II: is the superspin 5 projection operator. After gauge fixing (which removes 
2 


Ili) and the substitution V— > i(6’— ©’) with chiral ghost ®’ to cancel the gauge 
2 


modes, we obtain 
L=VOV+0D' . (7.3.4) 


(With d*0 integration the 6/06’ and ®’1®’ terms give zero, modulo nonminimal cou- 
plings which we incorporate into the definition of ®’/01®’.) The ghost Lagrangian is 
equivalent to three of the usual terms ®’®’ (see (7.3.3b)). We thus expect three chiral 


ghosts, which agrees with our results from explicit quantization in sec. 6.5. 

A second example is that of the tensor multiplet, with classical action 
[acd POM: b, and gauge invariance 6¢, =iD?D,K, K =K. After gauge fixing 
(which removes the projector Is ,), substitution leads to a first generation ghost 


Lagrangian V’O"IIiV’, and its gauge invariance 6V’=i(A—A) leads to a second 
2 
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generation ghost Lagrangian ¢01?¢. (The gauge invariance of V’ is the same as the 
gauge invariance of the variation of ¢,: 6¢,(K) = 6¢,(K + iA —iA).) We end up with 
one ¢°O¢, term, two V’OV’ terms, and five ¢¢ terms. 

A third example is that of the general spinor superfield ~,, which together with a 
compensating chiral scalar describes the (5, 1) multiplet (see sec. 4.6; we are using the 


second form of (4.6.42), but with the compensator V gauged to zero). The Lagrangian 


has the form 


IL = ~V*i0" 11, + hoc. — 20® + crossterms (7.3.5) 


Nl re 


where Il is a sum of projection operators and JL has the gauge invariance 


ov, =A, +iD,K, 56&=-—D’*K, with chiral A and real K. In the gauge fixed 


Lagrangian II is absent and we have a chiral spinor ghost ¢’, and a real scalar ghost V’ 
(corresponding to A, and K, respectively) without any further gauge invariance (the 


variation dw,, 6d, is not invariant under any changes of A® or K): 
L= V0 wv, +60 + Pid 2d, + V'OV' (7.3.6) 
(w°@ cross terms can be eliminated by a suitable choice of gauge fixing function). 


The other form of the theory has the Lagrangian 5 Ud" sv, +h.c.+--- witha 


different Il, and gauge invariance WV, =iD?D,K,+iD,Ky. After including ghosts, it 


becomes 
L=V%i9 vu, +V'.0OV>,4+V,02V',4+e0’e . (7.3.7) 


The chiral scalar field ® is a second-generation ghost, arising from the invariance 
6V', =i(A — A) (due to the invariance of 6V, under K, ~ K,+i(A—A)). We thus 
obtain the equivalent of three real scalar ghosts and five chiral scalar second-generation 


(normal statistics) ghosts. 


We consider now n= -+ supergravity itself, with kinetic Lagrangian 


HOUWH + Xx (+ Hy cross terms), where II is a sum of projection operators. We have 
the (linearized) gauge invariance OH | = DL — D3Ly, dx = D?D,L*, with general 
spinor gauge parameter L,. After gauge fixing we have a_ Lagrangian 


HOA +xy+ v'Ohid, Wy, where the ghost term is obtained by substitution in the 


A24 7. QUANTUM N=1 SUPERGRAVITY 


gauge-fixed Lagrangian with the gauge parameter L, replaced by the ghost w,’. We 
have a new gauge invariance, 6w,’=A, where A is chiral. (This reflects the invariance 
of the original gauge transformations under dL, = A,.) We thus introduce a second gen- 


eration chiral ghost ¢, and are finally led to the form 
= HOH+x%x+VDov'+ 6D pe . (7.3.8) 


We obtain the equivalent of three first-generation general spinor ghosts, with Lagrangian 
op, and two second-generation chiral spinor ghosts. In the next section we will derive 


these results from the gauge fixing procedure, and give the results for a variant form of 


the n = — : compensator which leads to a different set of ghosts. 


b. Hidden ghosts 


In addition to the Nielsen-Kallosh ghost, which emerges from a careful applica- 
tion of the gauge-averaging procedure (see (6.5.12,13)), there is a second subtlety that 
may occur, and which must be handled correctly in order to arrive at the correct set of 
ghosts. This has to do with the occurrence of gauge-fixing functions which satisfy con- 
straints. In the nonsupersymmetric case the simplest example is given by the 2-form A,, 


in a background gravitational field. The naive ’t Hooft gauge averaging 
[rt 6(V2Aqs — f .)exp( - fas gf?) = exp|— f da g?(V2Agy)?] (7.3.9) 


would give an incorrect result, since the constraint in the 6 functional implies V - f =0, 
and introduces extraneous dependence on the external gravitational field. We would 
therefore like to put just the transverse part of f in the 6 functional, and in the gauge- 


averaging function as f? — 5 f(Sup _ 5 Ve V,) ft. However, since then only the 


transverse part of f appears in the functional integral, the integrand has a gauge invari- 
ance Of, = V,A, so we must introduce appropriate gauge-fixing and (Faddeev-Popov and 
Nielsen-Kallosh) ghost terms. The intermediate steps vary depending on the choice of 
gauge-fixing function (e.g., V- f vs. O'V - f), but the net result is that one obtains —1 
additional scalar fields, (a hidden ghost) and thus the total set of fields consists of 1 
2-form, —2 1-forms, and +3 scalars (vs. the +4 expected from considering just the Fad- 
deev-Popov ghosts of the vector ghosts of the 2-form), in agreement with our general 


counting argument given above. Similar arguments apply to higher-rank forms. 
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A simpler form of the argument for the necessity of these “hidden” ghosts can be 
given in supersymmetric theories. Consider again the chiral spinor gauge superfield ©®,, 
with gauge invariance 6®, = iD’ D,K and gauge-fixing function 
P=Pf= 5 i(D,8° _ D.®"*). Because of the chirality of ®, F satisfies the constraint 
D’F =0, so that F is a linear superfield. The usual gauge-fixing procedure involves 
introducing in the functional integral 6(F — f); however, the linear nature of F would 
imply that f is also linear, an unfortunate feature since it is impossible to functionally 


integrate or differentiate with respect to linear superfields. 


This difficulty can be avoided by “completing” F to a general superfield, by the 
addition of chiral and antichiral pieces to it. We do this by replacing F in the 6 func- 


tional with the expression 
F=F+(D?O'n+D°O"'y) . (7.3.10) 


and functionally integrating over 7 as well. The chiral superfield 7 is the hidden ghost. 


Now D?F =7 is unconstrained, and so f is also. 


To understand the procedure we examine its component form. The 6-function 
6(F — f) is a product of 6-functions for the individual components of F — f (see 


(3.8.17a)). Since F is the I: part of F and the rest is the II) part, the components of 
2 


the two terms in (7.3.10) appear in different component 6-functions. The D?f|, D,D?f| 


and D?D? f| components are set equal to components of 7 without spacetime derivatives 
(which is why we included the D?C1“! factor), and without any F = 5 i(D,®° — dD; 8") 
contributions. Averaging with exp i; d‘x d*0 f* produces an action for these 7 compo- 


nents that does not contribute to the functional integral upon 7 integration (trivial 
kinetic terms). The f|, D,f| components produce standard gauge-fixing terms for the 
gauge components of ®, which are absent in the Wess-Zumino gauge (namely x, and B 
(4.5.30)), and whose contribution is therefore canceled by corresponding ghosts. Finally, 
the [D;,D,]f| component gives the gauge-fixing function Ay + 0,0'G, where 
G = Im D?n| and Aw is the antisymmetric tensor component of @,. Averaging of this 
component of f gives a term (AA,,)° —~GO1"'G: the usual A,» gauge-fixing term as in 
(7.3.9) plus the hidden component ghost (+1 scalar with [1~', counting as —1 scalar 


with (J), in agreement with the above discussion in the component theory. 
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A similar situation occurs in supergravity due to the appearance of the gauge-fix- 


ing function F, = D*#H, . 


, satisfying D?F,=0. This will be discussed in more detail in 


the next section. 


Note that these hidden ghosts couple only to background fields, and thus con- 
tribute only at one loop. It would be desirable to have a general derivation of these 
ghosts based on BRST invariance of the gauge-fixed action, from which Slavnov-Taylor 
identities could be derived. The appropriate BRST transformations would be those 
whose Slavnov-Taylor identities implied gauge-independence of the effective action. At 


present this approach has not been worked out. 


c. More compensators 


Unwanted terms in the Lagrangian, such as those leading to p~* terms in the 
propagator or nonlocal vertices, can sometimes be canceled by introducing additional 
fields and gauge-fixing them conveniently. Since only the ghosts discussed in the preced- 
ing sections are needed to preserve unitarity, contributions of these “catalyst” fields must 
themselves be canceled by their own ghosts, and indeed this happens at the one-loop 
level. The catalysts may in general interact with the other quantum fields, and hence 
contribute at higher loops, whereas their ghosts don’t. If one were to integrate out the 
catalysts, their higher-loop contributions would simply reproduce the unwanted terms 


that the catalysts eliminated in the first place. 


Catalysts are just a type of (tensor) compensator. For example, the compensator 
in the Stueckelberg formalism (sec. 3.10.a) is introduced simply to improve ultraviolet 
behavior of the propagator, and decouples due to gauge invariance of the interaction 
term. In our case, these compensators improve infrared behavior, and do not decouple. 
Furthermore, catalysts generally are introduced by ghost fields, whereas previously we 


discussed compensators related to only classical fields. 


As an example, consider the linearized Lagrangian IZ = AL[(1 — II) + al]JA, with 
T’= and a¥0,1. If TH were a differential operator, e.g., [17'00, the above 
Lagrangian would lead to p* propagators. To obtain the simpler Lagrangian 
IZ = ADJA one could make a field redefinition A’ = [(1 — I) +a OTA, but if II were 


nonlocal this would introduce nonlocalities in the interaction terms. 
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Instead we introduce a catalyst field B in the Lagrangian, either with a trivial 
kinetic term or together with a ghost which cancels it. We then make shifts 
A—>A+OB, B—>B+O'A that cancel the unwanted terms, and give no AB cross 
terms. For instance, in the example above, if II is a matrix, we choose B so that 
I1B = B (and introduce also a ghost field with opposite statistics and IIB’ = B’ ) and we 
add it to the Lagrangian to obtain Z’ = I+ (1—a)BOB+ BOB’. First making the 
shift B—oB+IIA, then the shift A—A-(1l-—a)B, we obtain MZ” = ADA 
+(1-—a)aBOB + BOB". For background interactions B and B’ will cancel at one 
loop, but clearly the A shift can lead to quantum interactions of B (but not B’). An 
equivalent procedure consists of making the substitution A— A+B in the original 
Lagrangian, and going through the gauge fixing procedure for the new gauge invariance 
that has been introduced, namely 6A = A, 6B = —A ( IIA=A ). In general, this is the 


simplest procedure. 


As a superfield example, we consider a real scalar V in the presence of an on-shell 


background supergravity field, with Lagrangian 
Ig = V(-V°W°V,, +. {V?, V7 })V (7.3.11) 


with a 40,1. The superfield V has p~* terms in its propagator and complicated ver- 
tices (coupling to the background gravitational field), but it can be shown that the result 
for the effective action is independent of a. To show this using catalyst fields we intro- 
duce them, for example, by making the shift 


VSVEQ49). 5 Van=0 Cfoael2} 


We have now the gauge invariance /V = A+ A, 67 = —A, with a chiral parameter. We 


choose the gauge fixing function F = V°(V — —j) and gauge fixing term 
—a 


2(1—a)FF, and are led to the Lagrangian 
= vOV +2-— Or (7.3.13) 


The 7 Lagrangian is equivalent to that for three ordinary chiral fields 7;, i = 1,2,3. The 
gauge-fixing procedure also introduces three chiral ghosts, just as for the usual V super- 
field (two Faddeev-Popov and a Nielsen- Kallosh ghost). They exactly cancel the three 
ordinary chiral fields at the one-loop level, and leave us with VOIV. 
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If we had considered a system similar to the above, but where V had quantum 
interactions, the 7’s would also have such interactions. Then the effect of the 7’s would 
be to reproduce, if integrated out, the nonlocalities that would have been introduced if, 
instead of following the above procedure, we had made a nonlocal redefinition of V to 
cast the original Lagrangian in the VLJV form. In this case, the (off-shell) Green func- 


tions have genuine a-dependence. 


The general procedure is the following: Consider the Lagrangian of an arbitrary 


superfield w of the form 


PO"(My + >> eM,)b , (7.3.14) 


where II, +S I, =1 and II) is a particular superspin chosen for convenience, e.g., the 


a 


highest superspin in w or the superspin that occurs most frequently in interaction terms. 
If some of the constants c; are equal, we may combine the corresponding projection 
operators II; into a single one (including II,, which is merely a II with cy=1). Also, 
some c; may vanish, which implies a corresponding gauge invariance. We now introduce 


catalysts by the shifts 


yo bt >) OW; , 0,0; =4,;0; , (7.3.15) 


where O; are operators that may be nonlocal, but only to the extent that all nonlocali- 
ties in the interaction terms can eventually be removed. Then we fix the corresponding 


gauge invariances 


bW=SIOA , Sb, =-d; , (7.3.16) 


in such a way that the Lagrangian for ~ becomes simply #01"w, and all crossterms 
between w and 2, are canceled: The gauge-fixing functions 


‘_ 0,);) (7.3.17) 


c 
FeSO Mae 


with gauge-fixing terms 
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give the Lagrangian 


poy +5_ i -,0'0"0;%;, . (7.3.19) 


1l-¢, 
(O;'O, is invertible on F;. Also, it can be shown that O,;(O;'O;)~'O,;' = II.) Note that 
this procedure includes fixing of the ordinary gauge invariance. We then add the Fad- 
deev-Popov and Nielsen-Kallosh ghosts as 

So [W2i(O;1O;) bi + W'510"(0;10;)*W's + hee.) (7.3.20) 


a 


In the interacting case, O; must be chosen so that any background dependence comes 
out local, including extra terms which may result from manipulations of the background 
dependent OJ and O;. It may be necessary to choose O; such that wb; has its own gauge 
invariance independent of ~, or to combine several IH; in such a way that the above 
Lagrangian for ~ also needs fixing, in which case the entire procedure must be repeated 
for those 7’s. However, the w’s always have fewer components than their 2)’s (at least 


for N = 0 or 1 supersymmetry), so the series must eventually terminate. 


d. Choice of gauge parameters 


In any gauge theory, some care is required to ensure that the Faddeev-Popov 
quantization procedure will lead to correct, unitary results. One way to check unitarity 
is to compare results with those obtained in a ghost-free (e.g., axial) gauge. In super- 
symmetric theories such a gauge is the Wess-Zumino gauge, and one way to insure uni- 
tarity is by making certain that one can pass smoothly from covariant gauges to the 
physical gauge without introducing any extra unphysical degrees of freedom. This will 
certainly be the case if the superfield gauge transformations are such that they allow the 
gauging to zero of the unphysical components by algebraic, non-derivative transforma- 
tions (A= and not, e.g., OA or 0,A*). For example, in ordinary component Yang- 
Mills theory the gauge transformation can be written either as 6A, =V,A or as 
6A, = V,ON. However, the latter choice would give a Faddeev-Popov ghost Lagrangian 
c'0-VUc (instead of just c/0- Vc), and the extra 1] would give a nontrivial contribution 
which would destroy unitarity. It is possible to modify the Faddeev-Popov prescription 
to correctly handle the situation, but the simplest procedure is to choose the gauge 


parameters in such a way as to avoid the problem. 
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In the case of supergravity, it can be verified by the procedure just described (cf. 
5.2.10) that the L, parametrization is the only correct one. As we saw in sec. 5.2.c this 
parametrization can be used only if we also have the compensator(s) in the theory. 
Elimination of the compensator would introduce constraints on the gauge parameter, the 
solution of which would express L, in terms of derivatives of other superfield parameters. 
However, as in the example above, this would introduce spurious extra ghosts in the 
naive Faddeev-Popov procedure and unitarity would be lost, unless the procedure were 


modified. 


There is one more restriction which must be observed in choosing gauge 
parametrizations (and thus ghosts): In general, not all superfields which are representa- 


tions of global supersymmetry are also representations of local supersymmetry. In par- 
ticular, for n = — ; the only type of chiral superfields allowed are ones with only undot- 


ted spinor indices: The existence of a dotted chiral spinor would imply 


Generally, the choice of gauge parameters must be restricted to those which can exist in 


an arbitrary background. 
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7.4. Quantization 


In this section we present the details of the quantization procedure for supergrav- 
ity. This involves choosing gauge-fixing functions which allow all kinetic terms to take 
simple forms, and finding the resulting ghosts (Faddeev-Popov, Nielsen-Kallosh, and hid- 
den). Such simplifications often require the use of appropriate compensators and/or cat- 
alysts. This procedure is first applied to the physical fields, then to the resulting ghosts, 
the ghosts’ ghosts, etc. (The ghosts reduce in size at each step, so the procedure quickly 
terminates.) For now we work with on-shell background fields (R =G=0), so the part 
of the action quadratic in the quantum fields becomes (see (7.2.24,34)), in units « = 1 


(or making the usual rescaling (H, x) — «(H,x)), 


(V- H)° 


s= fated's E"|-3yx7 + ix -V-H- 5H OH -7 


+ 5 (V5, Valo)? + (VA): (W2H) 


(meee " = ee 
eel FW, OV. Hs +W3°V-H »)] . (7.4.1) 


The quantization with on-shell background fields is sufficient for computing physical 
quantities (S-matrix elements) in pure N = 1 and extended supergravity. We will dis- 


cuss the general situation later. 


We have the following (off-shell) gauge invariance under the quantum transforma- 


tions (from (7.2.14) and (7.2.22,23)): 


66 =-(W?+R)o°LV,0 — (V2 + R)V°O FL, ]¢ (7.4.2a) 
Note that the second equation can be rewritten as 
6p =(W7+R)V,L° . (7.4.2b) 
(On shell we can set R = 0.) 


To cancel the Hy crossterms, we choose the following gauge-fixing function: 


_ 7 153 
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(for some constant a to be determined below). This is the most convenient gauge choice. 


It corresponds to a modification of the transverse gauge V’ H pie 0 (see sec. 7.5.b). We 


have defined the chiral d’Alembertians 
O,-O4w;v.M,o , GB =O4+wyvii,’ , (7.4.4a) 
on arbitrary chiral superfields (i.e., with any number of undotted spinor indices) by 
1. $0.9 =V°V'd...8 , Oo, ,=V'V'd, 3 - (7.4.4b) 


We have used ¢° = (1+ ¥)° in (7.4.3) instead of just ¥ so that the Faddeev-Popov pro- 
cedure will contribute nonlocal terms to only the kinetic terms of the ghosts, and not to 
their quantum interactions, due to the form of (7.4.2b). (This is the reason for our 
introduction of ¢* into the transformation laws (7.2.22).) Nonlocal kinetic terms can 
be made local by use of catalyst ghosts, so this is a harmless nonlocality, whereas nonlo- 


cal interaction terms would be a problem. 


We fix the gauge by first completing the linear superfield gauge fixing function F', 
to a general superfield, thereby introducing hidden ghosts ¢,, and subsequently averag- 
ing over gauges by using a weighting function that leads to some of the desired simplifi- 
cations: We wish to cancel all H terms in the Lagrangian which would contribute to 
propagators except for HMA, including the Hy cross terms. This gauge is chosen by 


introducing in the functional integral the factor 


xeap{ f dix d‘0E! 


and carrying out the integrals over ¢,. This gives the gauge-fixing terms and the hidden 


ghost action 


Scr = / d'cdOE'{(>(W- HY — (V5, Vo) Hy — (WH) - (WH) 
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+[-3i(V- H)(ag* — a6¥) — 2 (a°o" + PS) + Fate's 


+ PiV, 19} (7.4.6a) 


Upon linearization (and using the on-shell condition R=0), the @ terms become 


—5i(V - H)(ax — ZX) + 30aaxxX, so we choose 


(7.4.6b) 


oul ee 


to cancel the Hy crossterms in (7.4.1). 


We can show, however, that the hidden ghost Lagrangian gives no contributions. 
(Note that it has no quantum interactions and contributes at most at the one-loop 


level.) We perform two successive “rotations” (with unit Jacobian) 


(1) ba ba + OV, VEO , b3 > G : (7.4.7) 


(2) bo ba 5 GO +ieV WH o* ; (7.4.7b) 


choose b and ¢ to cancel the ¢,¢, crossterms, and rewrite the hidden-ghost action in chi- 


ral form 


$= / d20 eo @ 66S, thic. , (7.4.8) 


(recall that the background is in vector representation) or, with the field redefinition 


bo > O? bes 
S= jee e8g°¢ thc. = [ee b°bath.c. , (7.4.8b) 


in terms of an ordinary chiral superfield db 4 = e By . Thus the hidden ghost decouples 
from the background field and gives no contribution to the effective action. (This is just 


the covariantization of (7.3.3c) for m = — 1.) 


The Faddeev-Popov ghosts w,w’ are obtained in standard fashion from the gauge- 
fixing functions. For the time being we write only the kinetic terms (arising from the H 
and x independent part of the gauge transformation; the remainder gives rise to ghost- 


quantum field interactions). After some algebra we obtain 
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—(Vip" ‘ae Vow") (V id, = Vv) 


(VV w! UV? W Ds) + (WV) '(VV%,)) . (74.9) 


. 
5 
We now wish to simplify the ghost Lagrangian by putting it in the standard form 


wy eV wt. We therefore introduce catalysts with the shifts 
Va > Vat ValVi tiV2) Wa avant VA(V' HiV"s) . (7.4.10) 


In addition to the invariance due to these shifts, the Lagrangian has also the invariance 
due to the fact that the fields appear only as Vzw,, Vaw',. We thus have the gauge 
transformations 


bby =AVtVIAL, 6(V,+iVo)=-L, VjA,=0; 


oy, = Mt VoL’, OV +iV') =-L' , Vga, =0 ; (Za1D) 


with the chiral spinor parameters A,, A’,. These parameters will introduce second gen- 
eration chiral spinor ghosts ¢,, ¢’,, and we also have the real scalar ghosts V'"; 934 asso- 
ciated with the invariances parametrized by the complex L, L’. After gauge fixing and 
some changes of variables the kinetic Lagrangian can be put in standard form (see 
(7.4.14a)). The one-loop contribution of V,, V’; cancels that of V”;, but V; and V’; 
have quantum interactions (because w, and w', do, and V, and V’; enter through the 


shifts in (7.4.10)). 
The averaging in (7.4.5) has to be normalized by introducing a Nielsen-Kallosh 
ghost V;,, to compensate the contributions from the ¢, fields. Its Lagrangian is 
1 a wa.7 i a Wo On], BY IS . 
=F (Vdsa — V8ds3)? — (Vb 30 + Vda)? + (VUS")(V 530) - (7-412) 


We can now apply the usual procedure (as described in sec. 7.3) of the catalysts to place 
the Lagrangian in the standard form: We shift ~3, by the representations whose coeffi- 
cients in (7.4.12) are not 1, and then fix the gauge to make them 1 (see (7.3.11-13) for 


an example). In this case, we make the shift 
Wa ms Wa ae VV. =F V..93 ’ V 3o3 = 0 : (7.4.13) 


This allows us to fix the superspin 0 (¢3) and two of the (four) superspin ; (ws) parts of 
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W3,,8 kinetic term. We then choose the most general gauge-fixing functions and weight- 
ings for the new invariances (corresponding to arbitrary variations of ¢; and w3, and the 
corresponding variations of w3,), introduce the appropriate new ghosts, make shifts, etc. 
The net result is that all the catalysts cancel as in the example (7.3.11), leaving us with 
just the Nielsen-Kallosh ghost with conventional Lagrangian. (This ghost has no quan- 


tum interactions. ) 


In fact, the form of the (quantum-quadratic) Lagrangian was predictable for all 
fields except H, since by dimensional analysis and Lorentz invariance (and, when rele- 
vant, chirality) only it could have nonminimal terms not resulting from direct back- 


ground covariantization (i.e., W,,3. terms). 


apy 
The final result of the quantization procedure is the following: We write the whole 


effective Lagrangian as a sum of a quadratic part and the rest, with the quadratic part 


being 
c= jes d‘6 EB '[- SHO; _ 4 
+ (PIV shy + WV hs + Bs iV 50) 
z 1 : 1 
/ ! yy) y) a 2 
+ (3V OV, + V ‘4 EIV,) o2o3Y Ov", + DGd V'biq thc.) , 
(7.4.14a) 
where 
O=-04+ wevi 2+ Wo it! (7.4.14b) 


In these formulae 7°, w’", w3°, V; and V’; have abnormal statistics. This expression is 
sufficient for one-loop calculations. Note that at one-loop the contributions from the 


various V’s cancel due to statistics. 


The higher-loop contributions come from quantum interaction terms originating in 
three places: (a) the higher order (cubic, quartic, etc.) terms in the expansion of the 
classical action (7.2.24); (b) the gauge-fixing term; (c) the higher order terms in the Fad- 
deev-Popov Lagrangian. The latter has the symbolic form 


(antighost)6 gnos:(gauge fixing function), where the variation is the full nonlinear 
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variation (7.2.19,22,23), with the gauge parameter L, replaced by the ghost w,. Since 
we have made the shifts (7.4.10) for the ghosts, the fields V;, V’; will also appear. Thus, 
the quantum vertices are obtained from the higher order terms (beyond quadratic) in 


the expansion of (see (7.2.24,7.4.6)) 
So + Sor — {V(b + VV, — iV 4)] — Vib + VV 4 + iV 9) 


XO ve(va + ValVitiVe)) , (7.4.15) 


where 6H ,,.(L,,) is the expression obtained by substituting (7.2.22,23) into (7.2.19). We 
have performed an integration by parts in the second term. We note that while both 
terms in the gauge fixing function (7.4.3) lead to interactions of the ghosts with the 
background fields, only the first term V'H ag leads to (local) interactions between the 
ghosts and the quantum fields. This is the end of the quantization process. 

We have discussed the quantization procedure in the formulation with the chiral 
compensator ¢~. As discussed in sec. 5.2.d, another possible choice for compensator is a 
real scalar superfield V introduced through a variant representation. The treatment of 


the corresponding formulation can be obtained by making the substitution (even off 
shell) 


eo1+(W+RV, V=vV. (7.4.16) 


V has the transformation laws 


Background: 
VE « 
Quantum: 
V'=V4(V, 1° 4+ 055%) . (7.4.17) 
We use now the gauge fixing function 
F,= WH VV (7.4.18) 


The shifts (7.4.10) are again made, and by a procedure similar to the one described 
above we obtain the following results: The higher-order terms in the action are again 


given by (7.4.15), with the substitution (7.4.16) (but now Sp does not contribute). 
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However, the quadratic terms are now 


$ = jets dob - >A OH,;~ [VOVv 
+ (PAV she + WIV Ds + Ds4iV" sh5a) 


7 7 
1 = 
+ (3V "IV, 4+ VV.) + d, aa "OV", + > xii 4 (7.4.19) 


i=1 
Here wW,, Wa’, Waa, Vi, V;’, and xy; have abnormal statistics, and x; are chiral. 
3 


In general, the total field content is the following: (a) physical fields H and y (or 
V), which contribute at all loops; (b) the first-generation Faddeev-Popov ghosts w, and 
w',, which contribute at all loops; (c) the first-generation Nielsen-Kallosh ghost ~3, and 
all higher-generation ghosts, which contribute only at one loop; (d) the catalyst ghosts 
V, and V,’, which contribute at only more than one loop (being canceled at the one-loop 
level by the contribution from the V '”s). We will discuss in sec. 7.10 some of the differ- 


ences between the formulations (7.4.14) and (7.4.19). 
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7.5. Supergravity supergraphs 


a. Feynman rules 


In the next section we shall consider further the background field quantization 
and discuss its applications. In this section we consider ordinary quantization and dis- 
cuss the Feynman rules for supergravity-matter systems. There is no need to go again 
through the gauge-fixing procedure. We simply take the results of the previous section 
and set the background fields to zero. Therefore the supergravity quantum action is 
given by (7.4.14,15), where E = 1, all the derivatives are flat space derivatives, and all 
chiral fields ordinary chiral. Furthermore, the fields ws, V;'’ and ¢;, can be dropped 
since they have no interactions (but the Faddeev-Popov fields ~,, w’,, and the catalysts 
V,, V’; do). Equivalently, we can work with (7.4.15,19), dropping w3,, V,;"’, and x;. 


Matter actions, covariantized with respect to H,, and ¢, can be added. 


From the flat space form of (7.4.14a) we obtain ordinary propagators. In particu- 


lar we have 


6 a) B 
HH propagator: — a 5'(0 — 6’) (7.5.1) 
w w propagator : ze (a—6') , (752) 
Pp 


and the usual propagators for y and V. Vertices are obtained from the expansion of 
(7.4.15), as well as from matter actions. For example, consider the kinetic action of a 


scalar multiplet 7,,,: 


S= jes d*0 Teal os 


= fate d'9 (B)-3(1-e" inde # Ad (7.5.3) 


We have expressed 7),,,, in terms of a flat space chiral superfield 7 and we are working in 
the chiral representation. We must expand now the various factors in powers of H,. 
and y= @-—1. However, the expansions were carried out in (7.2.30-32). Replacing 


background covariant derivatives with flat space derivatives, we find the cubic 
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interactions 


g@) = / ded" {(x + nT + nl-H4i0, — + DsD,H*) — } (io*H,)|m} 


Ae es ipl ae liza = 
= jes d'O (x + Ont + H*(5 Ian — G[Da, Dalim] . (7.5.4) 


The same expansions can be used to find the supergravity vertices, but with back- 


grounds set to zero the algebra is much simpler. Thus, from V, =e "D,e”, Vz = Ds, 


we obtain 


A~=-iD,A- , (7.535) 
where A,° is obtained as the coefficient of 0, in (7.2.27b): 
At = i(D.H*) — 5[(D.H2)0.H* — H*(0,D,H®)] ++. (7.5.6) 


(To find the cubic interactions we do not need the third order term in A, since it only 


contributes a total (D,) derivative.) Therefore 


Boa = (det(5,.b+ A,]3 


Spi fas eA Abin cars Ls a2 Ln anen db 

=1 ga” + GF Aa Ay + 7 (Ae*) 7g Aa Ar Ac 
1A tA cA a 1 (A,2)3 (7.5.7) 
Ge Bae = Gos : a7 


We also expand (7.2.31) one order higher which gives, again dropping a term which only 


contributes a total derivative, 


“=~ 
ay 
fav) 

| 
a 
SS 
woe 
| 


2 AS Te tae We = are Ae Sey 
1— 54(0-H) - = (0-H) - 7H -O(0-H) + FiO HY, (7.5.8a) 


ge NG=14+ x +X+xX— iH - OX — XiH -OX- 5H -O(H-OX) . (7.5.8) 


The cubic supergravity action is obtained from the product of (7.5.7) and (7.5.8). 
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We obtain the cubic ghost-antighost-quantum field vertices from (7.4.15) and 
(7.2.19,22,23). We need 6H. to first order in H,, and x: 


ies n, =: _ 
a [—i( DP LP + D°L’)O 3H + (D°L")D5H, 


+ (DP) DjH, +iH -O(D,L:+ Del,)] - (7.5.9) 


The cubic ghost action is obtained by substituting DL, =w,+V (Vi +iV2) (ef. 
(7.4.15)). These vertices are sufficient for doing some one-loop calculations. However, as 
we have already mentioned, at least for on-shell fields, the background field method is 
much simpler. In this method, the above (covariantized) vertices would be needed only 


for two-loop calculations. 


b. The transverse gauge 


The Feynman rules we have discussed above use the particular (weighted) gauge 
of (7.4.3), which is the most convenient for internal lines. However, when computing 
gauge invariant quantities, we can use any gauge for the external lines (this is true in 
both ordinary and background field methods). We discuss here the choice of a globally 
supersymmetric gauge that is convenient for most calculations. 

The superfields H,., @ contain several irreducible representations of supersymme- 
try. According to (3.9.40) the superspin content of H,. is e G1 ; @ : 0), while has 
superspin 0. According to (3.9.36,37), the spinor gauge parameters L,@L, contain 
superspins (1656 5 D5 O50). (The extra superspin ; representations in the gauge 
parameter correspond to second-generation ghosts.) Therefore, we should be able to find 
a gauge where we have eliminated all superspins but . and 0. We have two choices, cor- 
responding to eliminating the superspin 0 in ¢ (gauging ¢ to 1), or in H,. (in which 
case @ must be kept). The second choice is much more useful, and can be achieved by 
imposing the transverse gauge condition D°H,,, =0. Note that this condition (and its 


complex conjugate) implies 0- H = [D,, D;)H°* = D?H** = 0. 
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c. Linearized expressions 


For some computations, we need the explicit expressions for the geometrical 


quantities in terms of the prepotentials H o. Here we outline the procedure for 


obtaining the linearized expressions; higher orders can be obtained in similar fashion. We 
work in the chiral representation, and in the Lorentz gauge NV," = 6,". After we obtain 


the results we will consider other Lorentz gauges. 


We begin with the linearized expressions of (5.2.78a) (cf. also (7.5.5)) 


By =D; 


#, =D, +([D,,H] =D, + 1(D,H™0, (7.5.10) 
We set 6 = 1+ x and, using for example (7.5.5-7), we have at the linearized level 
E=14+D;D,H” (7.5.11) 
From the form of W in (5.2.78c) we obtain 
UW-14+X (7.5.12) 
where 


Y-x-7(2D;D, + D,D3)H™ . (7.5.13) 


In the particular Lorentz gauge we are using we need not distinguish between flat and 


curved indices. We obtain then 


E,=E,=Dz+XDz . (7.5.14) 
To find E,, we write (again using N," = 6,") 


E,= EB, +i 5 Caga By tis gM E (7.5.15) 


mle 


where E, =—i{E,,E,;}. Therefore 


Ey = 0, — i(DyX)Dg — i(DgX) Da 
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— 1 — 1 = 
+ [D;D,H* + C. [D;, Dj) H4 - 5 (x + X))6u"JOy (7.5.16) 


The linearized expressions for the C’s can be worked out from their definition. We find 


finally 
E, = 0, + i[- DD GH” s — (D3 X)b.\D, + i[- 5D Dig.” ~ (D, X)5;"|D; 


+ [(D3D,H*) + (X + X)64]0, . (7547) 


To find the connections we evaluate first the C',,°, and use the torsion constraints. 
We find 


Bopy= —CagDyX , 
= pn 2H fo = pepe 
assy 2 (BOF)? apy ~~ 5 (BA*y)& 3 
Dus, = 15 DaD’DigH yg + 1CagDiD)X (7.5.18) 
The independent field strengths are 
R= D(x-i50,H) , 
G,= —2D*°D?DoH, — + €aea04[D, D*| Ht — 1 ,0,H* + id 4 
a~ 3 B a — & €abed [ ’ | — 3 ab + i0.(x — XD ’ 

1 = : 3 

W apy = GD’ D(idg 3H)" (7.5.19) 


The remaining field strengths can be read from the solution of the Bianchi identities 


(5.4.16). 

As we have mentioned several times, it is sometimes useful to choose a Lorentz 
gauge NV," #6," in which ®,,’7 = 0 so that, in the chiral representation, when acting on 
a field with undotted indices, Vg7q3¥... = UN gs! D pmapyn (That such a gauge is possible 


follows from n° = 0, which implies that the above connection is pure gauge.) We 


reach this gauge by the Lorentz transformation 


6V_=[L,V4l , L=wy?Mg* +h.c. (7.5.20) 
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so that, in particular, 
5b a wad, = E,wj : (7.5.21) 


At the linearized level, setting ®’ J=@ 7466 J= 0, we find 
af a aB 


wi? = = D,D_.H*) (7.5.22) 


and w,’ = (w37). In this gauge Nat = 6g" + we! 


In this gauge, the various quantities of (7.5.19) are shifted according to their index 


structure. In particular, we find that now 


= 1 = , 
Dao = — CygDyX + 5 DyDjD gH." (7.5.23) 


d. Examples 


In this subsection we assume that a regularization scheme exists that preserves 
local supersymmetry. Such a scheme will be discussed in sec. 7.9. We first compute a 
massless chiral loop contribution to the supergravity self-energy. The relevant interac- 


tion is given by (7.5.4), and the supergraph is given in Fig. 7.5.1. 


k+p 


Fig. 7.5.1 


We note the following simplifications: (a) The (x + ¥)n77 vertex leads to only a tadpole 
contribution to the yy or yH self-energy diagram, and we set this to zero in dimensional 
regularization for massless 7’s. Equivalently, we observe that in the original action 
(7.5.3) the compensator ¢ can be absorbed into 7 by a field redefinition. (b) With suit- 


able regularization the result should be gauge invariant, and we can work in the 
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transverse gauge where two of the three terms in the 77H vertex do not contribute. The 
—H*ni0,7 vertex is the same as in the Yang-Mills case, if we replace V“T, by H*i0,. 
The result can then be read from (6.3.31) (with the additional momentum factors from 


10,) 


it d'k d‘p —p* — p°D.D, + D*D? 
= d‘0 H*(—k, 0 te He : 5.24 
cf ay (—k, | mk pe Dak +p), H2(k,0) . (7.5.24) 


Using the gauge condition this can be reduced to 


1 AS i scones ee : 
~ 8D— > | (Qn)! d°0 HY(—k, 0) ko RSDsD, Halk, 8) Ik) (7.5.25) 


where in dimensional regularization 


He = dp 1 = it Cee Ci vy j.2)3) 2 
le | oa Fea “@P Te-a~— 
1 1 2 
= TP G —Ink*+ const.) . (7.5.26) 


When acting on 4H,(k,@), again using the gauge condition, we can rewrite 


k£D-D,, = KS {D; ,D,} = k*. The fully covariant result can be written as a contribu- 


tion to the effective action of the form er f a°6W as)” +h.c.+ of aioe? + 2RR)I. 


However, the coefficients c,, c. cannot be determined from just a two-point calculation 
(except in the background field method: see sec. 7.8). On shell only the first term sur- 
vives. Although the result is independent of ¢, the compensator reappears in the course 


of separating out the divergent part (see sec. 7.10). 


As a second example we compute supergravity corrections to the chiral self-energy. 


The graphs are those of Fig. 7.5.2: 
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n(—k) n(k) 7 n 7 n 


Fig. 7.5.2 


The first graph gives no contribution (after D-algebra it is a tadpole) while the others 


add up to 
| ce tb) | A appl BEDE + pe kG — WI Mlh8) - 


(7.5.27) 


(The — for the xY propagator follows from its normalization in (7.4.14).) In the inte- 


gral we can replace p- k = — k* and p* = 0. Thus the total result vanishes. 
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7.6. Covariant Feynman rules 


To the quantized supergravity action of sec. 7.4 we can add covariantized super- 
symmetric matter actions and consider general matter-supergravity systems. If the mat- 
ter actions contain covariant derivatives, these must be split as in sec. 7.2. For con- 


strained superfields we must first extract explicit quantum field dependence (e.g., ¢— db, 


get . , where db, . , are background covariantly chiral). In principle we can also split 
matter superfields into quantum and background parts and consider a general quantum 
system in a background of matter and supergravity. However, in general the procedure 
of sec. 7.4 is not applicable. We cannot impose the on-shell conditions R = G,, = 0. 
These conditions must be replaced by the equations R = J(matter), G,. = J,,,(matter) 
and the quantization must be carried out with the supergravity fields off-shell. This is a 
straightforward but algebraically cumbersome procedure. Therefore in this section we 
will consider only pure on-shell supergravity backgrounds (no external matter). General 
systems can be handled by an extension of our quantization methods or by the ordinary 


(nonbackground) quantization of the preceding section. 


Given the background field Lagrangian with quantum matter or supergravity 
fields, the Feynman rules can be derived in exactly the same way as for global supersym- 
metry. In general, for unconstrained quantum superfields, we can read the rules directly 
from the Lagrangian. We have two types of vertices: those arising from quantum self- 
interactions, and those containing also (or only) interactions with the background fields. 
The background fields appear only through field strengths and background covariant 
derivatives V, = E,”Dy +, , with the flat superspace Dy. Therefore, we will 
encounter vertices with all quantum lines, or with a mixture of (at least two) quantum 
lines and background lines. For constrained, i.e., background covariantly chiral super- 
fields, we must first of all solve the chirality constraints, i.e., write @ = e°®, in terms of 
an ordinary chiral superfield. This will introduce interactions involving explicitly the 
background potentials. We shall discuss below how to avoid this, but at any rate we end 
up with an action to which the methods of chapter 6 can be applied, with ordinary prop- 


agators and rules for calculation. 


We observe that at the one-loop level, the contribution from the general spinors 
can also be obtained by squaring their kinetic operator and taking half of the resulting 


contribution to the effective action. We have 
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ee ere 1 : ee Dees ea, 
(iV) (GV?) = 5 50 (iV) (EVs) iS [iV tV" 5] 


= 60+ {V,,W? Ms} , (7.6.1) 


where we have used (5.4.16). The spinor action in (7.4.14a) thus becomes 


3 
fair ato BY Fu + (V0 WE SMs iy + hee. 
i=1 


= jes d‘0E! S- oe 8 de hiecOs “, (7.6.2) 


and we observe that all the unconstrained superfields (H,V,w) are described by similar 


actions, with the same operator o given by (7.4.14b ). We shall discuss later applica- 


tions of this result. 


We now describe a modification of the Feynman rules for covariantly chiral super- 
fields, analogous to the modification for the Yang-Mills case in sec. 6.5. The conse- 
quences of the modification are: It guarantees that the Feynman rules for chiral super- 
fields will not introduce explicit background gauge potentials, but only the vielbein and 
connections, and it actually simplifies some of the D-algebra. We follow a procedure 
that is identical to that of sec. 6.5. We first define covariant functional differentiation 


for a general superfield = by 


pe) 
ey) =ES(z—2') , (7.6.3) 
B(2') 
: : () 8 al OL : : 2 ee 
which gives (se) ge b= B= We then define covariant functional differentiation 


for a covariantly chiral superfield 1 (which could carry additional undotted spinor 


indices, but we do not indicate these explicitly) by 


= (V* + R)ES(z — 2) = bP D?R(z — z') , (7.6.4) 


where the second form is obtained by using the identity (5.3.66b) and the chiral repre- 


sentation (E; = UN wD ;) With the particular Lorentz gauge where N oo £6," such that 


E,! = Eh = D337 —-0. (7.6.5) 
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In this representation covariantly chiral superfields are chiral in the usual sense: 
Van.. =0 implies Dzn.. = 0. Just as in the Yang-Mills case, at this point we need not 
be explicit as to whether the chiral covariance is with respect to full derivatives (contain- 
ing both background and quantum fields) or just background fields, and the objects 
appearing in (7.6.4) can be functions of both, or just background fields (except when the 
chiral superfields are supergravity superfields, in which case the covariant derivatives can 


only be background). We can stay off-shell. 


The covariantization of the usual expression D?D?n = [7 becomes now 


(V7? + R)\(V? + R)no..g = Oy. ; 
a 1. a Gg 
O.,=O+ W°2V.M,? 2 sv" G53)M,” 


— 51GV 4 — RV? — 5 (V°R)Va + RR+ (VR) , (7.6.6) 


generalizing (7.4.4) off shell. We observe that on shell (recalling that chiral superfields 


can only have undotted indices) D1, = Oo, where the latter quantity was defined in 


(7.4.14b), a result which we shall use later. 


As in sec. 6.5c we start with the action 


S = So a Saal Hea) 5 So = jets d*6 Ein . (7.6.7) 


Sin, also contains the other quantum fields but we have indicated explicitly only the 
dependence on 7. We concentrate on the functional integral over 7 which gives, using 


(7.6.3,4), 
AG ie ae — | Dr prenls + (f a'xa°s oJn+h.c.)] 


oe 


6 
= A x [exp Sint (=F ie 


Nee / ded’6 BJO.) , (7.6.8) 
where A is the functional determinant 


A = [ Dn wae (7.6.9) 


In general the above expression for Z depends on, and is to be integrated over, the other 
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quantum fields. We are considering the massless case, but the results for the massive 
case can be obtained easily. Except for A, the other factors, which contain quantum 
field self-interactions, contribute only beyond one loop, or to diagrams containing exter- 


nal chiral lines. 


The determinant A gives the complete one-loop contribution from chiral super- 
fields of diagrams with only external supergravity lines, and could be evaluated by using 
standard superfield Feynman rules, but we wish to avoid this. Instead, we shall use the 
“doubling” trick as in sec.6.5c. (In supergravity we are always dealing with real repre- 


sentations). We now have 


o(")+(F)=0, O=( 45 rh (7.6.10) 
Its square 
o(7)-(5)- ais alae ie ea , (7.6.11) 


corresponds to an action 
Sy = jes d’0 o° nO = jes d'9 BL 5 (WV +R)n , (7.6.12) 
and in terms of it we can write the functional integral 
= jm IDF exp|S'9(n) + hc. )=(f Dn ey eP0)? . (7.6.13) 


We integrate $') by separating out @°D? from E'(V?+R), treating 
-n{E~'(V? + R) — ¢*D?)7 as an interaction term. The result is 


A= fw e% 


= {emp f aaa ieee 2 ay 


[(V? + R)(V? + R) — D?D?| FF, 


2 6J 


-[exp — jets do ¢° 5 Tal ieee (7.6.14) 


(Note that writing instead (V?+ R)(V?+ R) — DPE ¢3e "D°E'¢ %e" would give 
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the usual rules, except for the extra ¢°’s from the definition (7.6.4)). Therefore, a calcu- 
lation of the one-loop contribution of 7 to the effective action (i.e., In A) consists in eval- 


uating graphs with propagators p °6'(6 — 6’) and vertices [(V’ ---] giving rise to a string 
eee (WP aR)? R) = D° D8" (0) = O24) (VER) +R) = DD? |g peo 

(7.6.15) 

with i: d‘0, integrals at each vertex. We concentrate on a given vertex and at the next 


one we rewrite (V?+ R) = D’¢°E~' . We temporarily transfer the D? factor across 


the 6-function and use the identity 
(V2 + RV? + 2) -— DD’ |p? = (0, -—D))D* . (7.6.16) 


We further simplify the expression by using the anticommutation relations to move the 


D’s in 01, to the right until they are annihilated by the D*. The resulting expression, 


which we call 1),, contains no D’s. We now return the D® factor to its original place, 
reexpress the vertex in its original form, and proceed to manipulate it in the same way. 
We can continue around the loop and treat in this way all vertices but the last, and we 


are led to the following rules: 
one verter: D? [6 °E'(V? + R)— D?) , 


=< 


other vertices: O,—Ob . (7.6.17) 


The massive case is obtained simply by adding a mass term in the denominator of the 


propagator. 


These rules lead to a simpler evaluation of the one-loop contribution, since there 
are no D’s in the loop except the one D*, but more importantly the contribution is 
manifestly expressible only in terms of objects which appear in the covariant derivatives, 
and not the gauge prepotentials. This is evidently true of the higher-loop contributions 
as well. From S;,, and the definition of the covariant functional derivative in (7.6.4), the 


expression (7.6.8) leads to higher-loop Feynman rules which do not explicitly depend on 
the background prepotentials. We obtain propagators Oo , | for chiral lines, where the 


full C1, can be expressed in terms of the quantum H/,,, ¢, and the background covariant 


Oo. -6 = = 
) we obtain vertices with factors (V? + R)E or (V?+ R)E 


derivatives. From S$ int 5 SF 
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operating on each chiral or antichiral line leaving the vertices. (These generalize the 
ordinary flat space rules.) Again we can express these quantities in terms of the quan- 
tum H,, and ¢, and the background covariant derivatives. For an actual momentum 
space calculation these have to be further expressed in terms of ordinary derivatives and 
background vielbein and connections. We now have the result that for all superfields, 
when calculations are carried out in the background field method, the contributions to 
the effective action from individual graphs do not involve the background supergravity 
prepotentials themselves, but only vielbein and connections, which depend on 
(multi)derivatives of the prepotentials. Consequently there is some improvement in the 


power counting rules for potentially divergent graphs. 


452 7. QUANTUM N=1 SUPERGRAVITY 


7.7. General properties of the effective action 


We analyze in this section the general form of the effective action (background 
field functional) [, as constrained by the requirement of background field invariance. 
This analysis is particularly important for determining the divergence structure of super- 
gravity. Divergences, which could be canceled by counterterms in the Lagrangian, corre- 
spond to local terms in the effective action, and their form is limited by gauge invariance 
and dimensionality. In some cases we obtain stronger results by restricting ourselves to 
on-shell background fields. The on-shell restriction is not serious: The theory is not per- 
turbatively renormalizable, Green’s functions are gauge-dependent and divergent, and at 
best we can hope that gauge-independent, on-shell quantities (e.g., the S-matrix) are 
finite. Therefore, only the divergences which do not vanish on-shell are significant 
(divergences which are proportional to the field equations can be removed by a field 


redefinition which does not affect the S-matrix). 


We will discuss first the situation in N = 1 supergravity. The discussion is appli- 
cable then to extended supergravity expressed in terms of N = 1 superfields. However, 
stronger statements can be made if the extended theories can be expressed in terms of 
extended superfields. Since the discussion does not depend on details of the extended 
superfield constructions, but only on properties that generalize our N = 1 background 


quantization methods, we devote a subsection to this case. 


a. N=1 


Our background fields are supergravity fields, while the quantum fields can be 
supergravity or matter superfields or both. Since in the background field formalism the 
effective action is gauge invariant, it can be constructed from the field strengths R, G,; 
, Ws, , and covariant derivatives (with an overall factor of E', or @° for chiral inte- 
grands). Furthermore, on shell R = G,,. = 0. (We consider only vanishing cosmological 
term: Otherwise, R. is a nonvanishing dimensional constant, and the dimensional analy- 
sis is changed.) Thus, only the chiral field strength W,,, (and its complex conjugate) 
and covariant derivatives can appear. We also have the on-shell conditions 
VW, 3, = Vw 


the form of the effective action we can also use the following facts: (a) The effective 


wu 3 = 0 as well as the corresponding equations for W. In determining 


action is dimensionless. The dimensions of the various quantities which can appear are 
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[d*a] = —4, [d?6] = 1, [W] [V.] = =. In addition, with only supergravity interac- 


tions, for an L-loop contribution we have a factor «°/~) with dimension —2(L— 1). (b) 
Functions G(z,,....) arise from loop integrals after all the D-algebra has been carried 
out and, if they have odd dimension, must contain an odd number of space-time deriva- 


tives (momentum factors) which have an index structure 0.5 (c) Integrals with the chi- 


ral measure d?0 must have chiral integrands, i.e., factors of W or V?(W7’) (V?W =0 
on shell), etc. (but in the latter case they can be rewritten as full integrals anyway). (d) 


Dotted and undotted indices must be separately saturated. 


Another important feature is the fact that all the d*@ terms in TI have an equal 
number of (spinor-) undifferentiated W’s and W’s. This is a consequence of the global 
chiral R-invariance of the theory (cf. (5.3.10); the Y transformations are global invari- 
ances; in terms of prepotentials, they are simply phase transformations of ¢, leaving H 
invariant). We should also remark that, a priori, as discussed in the previous section, 
perturbation theory does not lead to a form involving only the W’s and their covariant 
derivatives, but rather the quantities which appear in the background covariant deriva- 
tives, i.e., background vielbein and connection coefficients, with a d*@ integral. However, 
because of background invariance, these quantities must arrange themselves into a form 
that is manifestly covariant or contains one noncovariant factor times a covariant object 
that satisfies a Bianchi identity. (The noncovariant term, when varied, produces a 


derivative which, when integrated by parts, gives zero upon use of the Bianchi identity.) 


Thus, the term [d'cd’o @’W? really arises from an expression (in the gauge (7.6.5)) 


} d'xd*60 E'6°"W,,5., which can then be rewritten as a chiral integral. 


We first discuss all local terms in I’, i.e., all possible on-shell local divergences of 


the theory. A generic local term will have the structure 
(V*)'(WW)"(V3W)"(V WwW)", (i271) 


with V,W = V,,W,,5) and the indices contracted in various ways, and the space-time 
derivatives distributed in various ways. We have used the invariance under R-transfor- 
mations to write only terms with equal powers of W and W. We note that unless some 
space-time derivatives act on them, W and W cannot be raised to a power higher than 
4, because they are symmetric in their three spinor indices and hence contain only four 


independent Lorentz components. The dimensionality of the above term is 
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1+3m+2n-+2r. If it appears at L loops it is multiplied by (Kk)! with dimension 
—2(L — 1). The overall dimension of the action must be — zero: 
d=1+ 3m + 2n+4+ 2r —2(L—1)—2=0. The only purely chiral term, involving just 


W, is the quadratic expression 
[ dixarog wero, +h.c.=— jes es ae + h.c. (T1 2) 


where w is the Weyl tensor. On dimensional grounds it can only appear at the one-loop 
level (with no « factor, as follows from our discussion above), and the integrand is a 
total derivative on shell. It is, in fact, on dimensional grounds, the only local term (i.e., 
possible divergence) which can occur at the one-loop level, on shell. However, due to 
the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, it is just a topological constant, and vanishes in topologi- 


cally trivial spaces. (For a further discussion, see sec. 7.10.) 


At the two-loop level no local terms are possible. We have a factor k” of dimen- 
sion —2, and it is easy to check that there is no way, from among the generic expression 
above, to find either a chiral expression (to be integrated with d‘rd?6), or a general 
expression (to be integrated with d‘zd‘0), which can lead to a term with dimension zero. 


Thus, at the two-loop level no on-shell divergences can arise in supergravity. 


At higher loops the number and variety of local terms increases. For example, at 
three loops, the combination W’W? is a possible local term and therefore a potentially 
divergent one (the only on-shell one, in fact). At any given loop there are of course limi- 
tations due to dimensionality, chirality, and index contraction. In particular it is easy to 
verify that, on dimensional grounds and in order to saturate indices, all higher loop 
terms must have factors of both W and W and therefore vanish when either W = 0 or 
W =0. This situation describes background field configurations which are self-dual or 


antiself-dual. We conclude that such configurations receive no radiative corrections. 


The nonlocal part of the effective action has a structure as in (7.7.1), including 
however a nonlocal function G(2,,%,....) and with fields evaluated at different points 
(11,0), (4,0), .... We find, using superspace perturbation theory and dimensional anal- 


ysis that, if no massive fields are present, the on-shell effective action has the form 


Pw [dinatea°6 PW (x1, 0)G (x1, £2) Wasy(£2, 9) + hee. 
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+ / dry «++ dard OW (24, 8) Wajy( 2, 0) WH (25, 0) W ys (4, 8) 


aby 


Gre ue A) date (7.7.3) 


where the terms not explicitly written contain more than four W’s and their covariant 
derivatives. The nonlocal functions G(x, 22,...) can be thought of as polynomials in 
the space-time covariant derivatives acting on the fields, and functions of the covariant 
d’Alembertian (e.g., its inverse), corresponding to the result of doing various loop inte- 
grals in momentum space. The important point is that other, a priori possible terms 
with two, three, or four W’s are not present. (For example, d‘9WW W cannot have its 
indices saturated even if derivatives are included while d?0(W)* has the wrong dimen- 


sion, etc.) In secs. 7.8,10 we shall discuss in more detail the form of the G functions. 


b. General N 


We shall assume in this section that unconstrained superfield formalisms exist for 
all supersymmetric systems of interest. Such formalisms have not yet been developed 
except for N = 2, and there are indications that if they exist they have an unfamiliar 
form. We shall only assume that there exist constraints on the covariant derivatives 
that allow them, and the action, to be expressed in terms of ordinary derivatives and 
unconstrained prepotentials. We can then mimic the N = 1 background-quantum split- 
ting for general N. We replace the unconstrained prepotentials by quantum prepoten- 
tials, and the ordinary derivatives by background covariant derivatives. Furthermore, if 
covariantly constrained (e.g., chiral) superfields are present, we can derive covariant rules 
for them as we did in N = 1; the procedure is general. We will not restrict ourselves to 


on-shell backgrounds. 


By an extension of our fully covariant background field method of sec. 7.6, we 
obtain improved power-counting rules for discussing local divergences. These rules sim- 
ply follow from the fact that all quantum terms in the effective action are automatically 
expressed directly in terms of the constrained background covariant derivatives (and their 
field strengths) and an explicit expansion in terms of unconstrained background prepo- 
tentials is unnecessary. (One might also expect to need the superspace generalization of 
antisymmetric tensor gauge fields, e.g., the three-form of D = 11 supergravity, but the 


background-quantum split action can always be written in a form where such 
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background fields appear only as their field strengths, and these field strengths already 
appear among the field strengths of the background covariant derivatives.) This implies 
that all divergent terms must be expressible as local functions of the covariant deriva- 
tives. Thus, for supersymmetric Yang-Mills, where the same ideas apply, all countert- 
erms must be local functions of [,, and for supergravity of I, and also EM . (Conven- 
tional constraints determine all of V4 from I, and EM .) Furthermore, because in the 
derivation of the Feynman rules vertices are always integrated over full superspace, they 


will carry a full / d‘zd*" @ for N-extended supersymmetry. 


For the case of extended supersymmetry, treated with extended superfields, there 
is a technical difficulty in the background field method because of the appearance of an 
infinite number of generations of ghost superfields with progressively increasing super- 
spin. For example, N = 2 Yang-Mills theory is described by a real isovector superfield 
V,° with gauge invariance dV,’ = Dig" + D? 3X tac? This transformation implies 
abcd) (a8 


that the corresponding ghost has a gauge invariance 6y)'%* = Dapx' ), which in 


turn implies a ghost with invariance 5x)'0)(~) 


= Degg ener”, etc. The gauge super- 
fields unavoidably contain fields of spin higher than those (physical and auxiliary) occur- 
ring in the gauge-invariant action. To gauge these away the gauge superparameters (and 
therefore the corresponding ghosts) must contain higher spins than the gauge superfields. 
However, only a finite number of ghosts (i.e., the usual Faddeev-Popov ghosts, plus per- 
haps certain catalyst ghosts) contribute at more than one loop. Therefore, the higher- 
loop contributions to the effective action can be calculated in a manifestly background 
covariant form and will obey the power-counting rules that we derive below, whereas the 
one-loop contribution may have to be treated separately. (For example, we could choose 
background noncovariant gauges for some of the ghosts which contribute only at one 
loop in such a way that all but a finite number of these ghosts decouple. The effect of 
such a choice would be to produce a one-loop effective action which is noncovariant, but 
this would have no effect on physical quantities). We discuss now the implications of 
these remarks and the improved power-counting rules to which they lead. For complete- 


ness we discuss first the situation in global theories. 


The first example of the improved power counting was already given in sec. 6.5 for 
the Fayet-Iliopoulos D-term in N = 1 Yang-Mills theory. Background covariance imme- 


diately implies the vanishing of such a term beyond one loop. For N >1 we obtain 
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stronger results: 


Since Yang-Mills theory is renormalizable, the only allowed divergence in the back- 
ground field method is proportional to the classical action. However, beyond one loop it 


must have the form / dad‘ @ POM, at the lineared level because of the covariant Feyn- 
man rules. Here I, has dimension ; and 2 is a local operator (nonnegative dimension). 


Since the action is dimensionless, we obtain the inequality —4 + 2N + + . < 0, which 


implies that only N = 0 or 1 can have divergences beyond one loop. Thus N = 2 and 
N =4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory must be finite beyond one loop. Furthermore, 
we know from explicit one-loop calculations using N = 1 superfields (see sec. 6.4) that 
N = 4 is one-loop finite as well. On the other hand, N = 2 does have one-loop diver- 
gences. (Also, as for N = 1, loop corrections to the N = 2 Fayet-Iliopoulos term van- 
ish.) We emphasize that we had to make a separate one-loop argument because of the 


problem with infinite numbers of ghosts. 


We can apply similar arguments to N-extended supergravity. The local (diver- 
gent) part of the effective action consists of the integral of E~' times a (covariant) prod- 
uct of factors of vielbein and connections. At LZ loops the lowest dimensional such term 


is 
Dy Oe) i dtad‘6 EB , (7.7.4) 


multiplied perhaps by some function of a dimensionless scalar field strength for N > 4; 
such a function may however be forbidden by global on-shell invariance (other additional 
factors would have positive dimension). Requiring this expression, possibly multiplied 
by a polynomial in the fields (with nonnegative dimension), to be dimensionless, we 
obtain the inequality —2(Z — 1) —-4+2N<0, which implies L>N — 1. (Similar argu- 
ments for Yang-Mills give the improved —4+2N+2<0 instead of the above 
—4+2N+1<0.) Thus, from these arguments alone, we find that in N-extended 
supergravity the effective action can have local terms, and therefore possible divergences, 
only at N — 1 loops and beyond. (This is so even though possible lower-loop invariants 
can be constructed. The important point is that our Feynman rules imply integration 
over full superspace with integrands that involve covariant objects.) Note that the 


divergences excluded by these rules are absent both on and off shell. 
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A similar analysis in higher dimensions gives the result that higher-loop diver- 


gences are absent is supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory for L <2 ~— 


1 : 
7 and in supergrav- 
ity for L<2 —_ (for L loops in D-dimensions, where N refers to the four-dimensional 


value, i.e. the number of anticommuting coordinates is 4N). For lower dimensions 
(super-) Yang-Mills is renormalizable anyway; for supergravity the above inequality holds 


for D = 3 while for D = 2 we find higher-loop finiteness for N > 1. 


Our background field approach leads to a further result which is not apparent in 
ordinary quantization or nonsupersymmetric gauge fixing: At the one-loop level, in 
N = 1 language and using the background field formalism, the only contributions to the 
(on-shell, “topological”) divergences are proportional to (W,,s,)° and come from chiral 
superfields. To understand this we observe that the divergence is just a covariantization 
of the divergence in the two-point function, and its coefficient can be determined by cal- 
culating a self-energy diagram. However, in our gauge, examination of the quadratic 
action in (7.4.14) (which gives the general form for any type of superfield in an on-shell 
supergravity background), reveals that only chiral superfield vertices have enough D’s 
and D’s to give nonzero contributions. Therefore in a theory with a net zero number 
(physical minus ghost) of chiral superfields (any N >3 theory with appropriate choice of 
auxiliary fields (compensating multiplets)) there are no (topological) one-loop diver- 


gences. At the two-loop level no supergravity theory has on-shell divergences. 


We summarize our results in Table 7.7.1, which lists all cases where divergences 
must be absent in pure supersymmetric gauge theories. The results can be classified 
into three types: (A) absence of divergences due to one-loop cancellations in N >3 
supersymmetry of contributions of N = 1 chiral superfields; (B) absence of two-loop 
supergravity counterterms because invariants of appropriate dimension do not exist; (C) 


absence of divergences at higher loops which is established by our arguments above. 


The absence of higher-loop divergences cannot be established rigorously until the 
corresponding supergraph rules are explicitly constructed. Possible difficulties with car- 
rying out the program are infrared problems due to large negative powers of momenta in 
the superfield propagators, and the explicit construction of the classical action (whose 
form may surprise us, if the properties of extended superspace are not a simple extension 


of those for N = 1 superspace). However, we emphasize that once the action has been 
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loops 

N | 1 2 3 | 4/5 | 6 | 27 
Yang-Mills 0 

1 

2 C C;}C};]C ITC C 

4 A C Ce Ge (26. cG C 
supergravity | 0 

i B 

2 B 

3 A B 

4 A | B,C 

5 A | B,C | C 

6 A | B,C | C}C 

8 A|BC];]C}]C}]C]C 


Table 7.7.1. Absence of divergences in supersymmetric theories 
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written, the power counting rules and our conclusions immediately follow. We note that 


in the N =4 Yang-Mills case the finiteness can already be proven when the theory is 


written in terms of N = 2 superfields, i.e., N = 2 Yang-Mills coupled to an N = 2 scalar 


multiplet; the N = 2 power counting rules can then be applied. 
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7.8. Examples 


In this section we shall give some examples and applications of our covariant for- 
malism for computing supergraphs in supergravity. We restrict ourselves to one-loop 
calculations. Higher-loop calculations are possible, but the algebra is complicated if 
there are internal supergravity superfields. We shall consider first some one-loop calcula- 
tions with matter fields inside the loop and background supergravity superfields. The 


algebra simplifies considerably in the on-shell situation. 


We begin by finding one-loop chiral-field contributions to the (covariantized) on- 
shell two-point function, corresponding to the first term in the on-shell effective action 
(7.7.3). In contrast to the calculation of sec. 7.5.d, the separate coefficients of the W? 
and G? + 2RR terms in the effective action can be determined from the two-point func- 
tion alone when the covariant rules are used (although here we find only the former term 
since the latter term vanishes in our on-shell calculation). However, we must use dimen- 
sional regularization to keep track of terms that are total derivatives only in four dimen- 
sions, since in a four-dimensional momentum-space Feynman-graph calculation they van- 
ish by momentum conservation. We shall use the on-shell conditions on the background 
superfields, but keep the external momentum k off shell (k?40) in the loop integral. 
Also, we shall write our expressions in four dimensions. However, the calculation should 
be carried out in D dimensions, both to avoid ultraviolet divergences, and to circumvent 


the fact that, when D=4, the linearized result is a total divergence. 

We consider a chiral superfield 7 | gontth with 2A undotted and 2B dotted indices, 
and action 5 [as d6 @ 7M. + h.c.. (If B40 such fields can exist only in on-shell 
backgrounds.) From (7.6.17), and in the Lorentz gauge ®,,7 = 0, the linearized vertices 


are (on shell E~' = @ = 1) 


One verter: D?(W? — D?)~ D’[E**0,D, + 5 (0.E°)D, + ®°y'M,"D4] (7.8.1a) 


Other vertex : Oo. —O) 2 E*0,D,+ 5 (OE), +W%M,"D, . (7.8.1b) 


The propagator is p-7d,° +:: 5:7 ---54(@ — 6’). 
Y 


The D-algebra is trivial. The M Ri terms give a contribution proportional to the 


number of undotted indices, and we have a factor from a trace over all spinor indices. 
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We find a contribution to the effective action 


r= (ayn f ok oe a 
: (2m)* (2m)* p?(k + p)? 


x :/@ [(p + EYED + £ HE, (—k)Bya(k) + AW" (—k) Wag, (B)] + Bee. 


(7.8.2) 
Euo = DEB oa; and con- 


verted the d‘@ integral to a d7@ integral. Finally, doing the momentum integral and 


We have used the linearized, on-shell relations W,,;, = D’® 


apy apy? 


using the linearized relation 
O,Ey, = 0, E,W, = C55 Wasy 5 (7.8.3) 
we obtain the result 


Dy = (2) = a) fd Was, (0, 8)1(-D) WP + hee. (78a) 


with the logarithmically divergent integral J of (7.5.26). After covariantization [', also 
contains some contributions from graphs with 3, 4, etc. external lines. The chiral inte- 


gral above, after covariantization, also contains a @° factor. 


Separating out the divergent part, we have 


1 1 4 2 3 1 1 O a 
where py is a renormalization mass and 
hy = (—2)4+8)( — A) (7.8.5) 
For a chiral scalar 7, k, = a (We have included a factor of 5 to cancel the 2 due to 
our using the action [Qn + h.c. instead of [im) For a chiral spinor n,, k; = a If 


the chiral spinor superfield is the gauge field of the tensor multiplet, there will be an 
additional contribution Ak, = - from the five second generation chiral scalar ghosts 
discussed in sec. 7.3.a. (The V ghosts do not contribute: see below.) 


The next calculation we could imagine performing is that of a triangle diagram. 


However, since no WWW or WWW term is present in the effective action (cf. our 
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discussion following (7.7.3)), the contribution from such a diagram must be completely 


contained in the third order (in H,. or ¢) terms in the expansion of T). 


We observe that, once the self-energy contribution from a chiral superfield has 
been computed, that from a vector multiplet V is trivial, because the whole contribution 


comes from the three chiral ghosts. Indeed, the V-background interactions are extracted 
from the covariant VOv quadratic action. However, just as in the background Yang- 


Mills calculation, each D or D contained in the o operator of (7.4.14b) brings with it 
one factor of the external field, and for graphs with less than four external lines we do 
not have enough D’s. This is an important feature of the background-field method: In 
off-shell Yang-Mills or on-shell supergravity background, general (nonchiral) superfields 
do not contribute to one-loop two- and three-point functions; only their chiral ghosts do. 
Thus, in this case the contribution to the supergravity self-energy from a vector multi- 
plet is —3 times that from a physical chiral scalar superfield (3 ghosts with wrong statis- 


tics). 


The calculation of the on-shell one-loop self-energy contributions in self-interacting 
(quantum and background) supergravity is now trivial. No new calculations need to be 
performed because, from the action in (7.4.14a) or (7.4.19), we see again that only chiral 
superfields contribute. In the form with V compensators (5.2.75a), the result is simply 


—7 times that from a physical chiral field (7 chiral scalar ghosts with wrong statistics): 


k=- a In the form with a chiral compensator, we have the contribution from the 


physical y field, and contributions from two chiral spinors with the action 


5 | a'za'eorv6, +h.c.. The final answer is 41 times the contribution from a physical 
chiral scalar: k, = Finally, if we used the spinor compensator (5.2.75b) we would 


obtain k; = — = 

The calculation of a chiral- or general-field box diagram contributing to the 
WWWW term in (7.7.4) is in principle no more difficult. For a chiral field we have 
one vertex (7.8.1a) and three vertices (7.8.1b) with one D® and four D’s in the loop, two 


of which have to be integrated by parts onto external lines. For a real field we have one 


factor of D or D at each vertex (coming from the linearization of D), so the D-algebra 


is trivial. What is left then is a Feynman integral for a box diagram, with some 
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momentum factors in the numerator. 


Our next example is that of the calculation of some one-loop, four-particle S- 
matrix elements, similar to the calculation we carried out for N = 4 Yang-Mills. There 
we saw that there were cancellations and the whole contribution came from the V-loop. 
The corresponding situation that we will find here is that a similar cancellation between 
ghosts, physical fields, and certain other contributions takes place in N = 8 supergravity 
so that in that case the result is essentially identical to the Yang-Mills case, and can be 


obtained without further calculation. We now discuss the situation in detail. 


For N-extended supergravity described by N = 1 superfields, to calculate contribu- 
tions to background N = 1 supergravity, one simply adds contributions from superfields 
representing all the N = 1 multiplets. The superfields which enter in addition to H are 
of the same type as above, namely V’s, w’s, and y’s, and their Lagrangians have the 
same form (up to choices of compensating fields and duality transformations, which may 
change the values of contributions to topological invariants and the corresponding super- 
conformal anomalies (see sec. 7.10) but do not affect the S-matrix). In Table 7.8.1 we 
give the number of fields of each type (the minus signs indicate abnormal statistics) for 


each value of NV. 


N | x Viva ad 
1 | -7 4 -3 1 
DP ||\ aoe. if -2 1 
3 0 -1  -1 1 
4 0 -2 0 1 
5 0 -2 1 1 
6 0 2 1 
8 0 4 1 


Table 7.8.1. Number of fields of each type contributing to the one-loop effective action 


We use the form of N = 1 supergravity with V compensators. The e , 1) multiplet is 


described by a general spinor superfield (see sec. 4.5.e) and its quadratic Lagrangian, 
including ghosts (which is all that is needed) is given by the background covariantization 
of (7.3.7). 
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The four-particle S-matrix is obtained from the diagrams in Fig. 7.8.1. 


pews, OR FOR 
Pn “Pdi, ilctes 


Fig. 7.8.1 


The external wavy lines correspond to N = 1 supergravity fields, while the solid line 
loop corresponds to various N = 1 multiplets. All but the last diagram correspond to 
the first term T, of (7.7.3). However, by covariance the S-matrix must contain four fac- 
tors of W, and by dimensionality the complete contribution must come from the second 
term Ty of (7.7.3), and therefore can be obtained from the box diagram. (Only the box 
diagram has enough denominator factors to balance the dimensions of four factors of 


We write the contribution from the relevant part of Ty as 


1 f d*py---d*py 4 
rai f ote 45(“(p;)) 


<[W" (p) Wosn( Pa) WA ( ps) W34( Da)( Ca Ga + Cx Ga + Co Go (0) 


aBy 


1 a + ace) ’ ’ 
og Ys 7 p1) W°""( po) Wagy( 3) W a3-( pa) (C4 Gy + Co Gy + Co Go )(p;)]. (7.8.6) 


apy 
Here Gy is the Feynman integral for a scalar box diagram (6.5.68), while G,(G’s) , 
G,(G’,) are similar contributions ezrtracted from box diagrams with two and four momen- 
tum factors in the numerator. Unlike N = 4 Yang-Mills, the above expression is valid 
only on-shell, whereas off-shell the effective action diverges. (Because of covariantization 


the expression above contains terms with more than four fields, but it does not give the 
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complete contribution to more-than-four-particle amplitudes. ) 


The coefficients C;; are different for each value of N. To determine C; we must 
compute contributions from each of the superfields listed in Table 7.8.1. The only diffi- 
cult calculation is of the contribution from the chiral superfields y;.. We shall therefore 


restrict ourselves here to discussing results for N >3 where no chiral superfields appear. 


As we discussed in sec. 7.6, it is useful to square the kinetic operator for the 
spinors (and take one half of the corresponding contribution to the effective action) in 


order to make it similar to the other kinetic terms. The kinetic operator for V, w°, and 


H then takes the universal form 


O-O4+ Ww, v, 2+ Weve , (7.8.7) 


The relative coefficient of the [7 and W terms is independent of the choice of field. 
Therefore, in performing one-loop calculations we need only keep track of the index 
structure. In particular, there is always a factor from a trace over the Lorentz index: 1 
for V, —1 for w°, —1 for py and 4 for H°*. (w° and ye each count as —1- - -2=-1 
due to a —1 for Fermi statistics, a to cancel the effect of having squared the kinetic 


operator V, and 2 for the trace over a.) 


Looking at the kinetic operator and again requiring that each loop contain at least 
two D,’s and two D,’s, we discover two sources for such terms: The explicit 
We;' VM a (to this order we can replace V., by flat superspace D,) and those con- 


tained in the covariant d’Alembertian: 


O= 5v‘v, 
1 am a. afi) a n 7 UT 
=5 (E90, + E“D,+E“D,;+0*(M) )(E,°0, + E,”D,+E,"D;+®,(M)) , 
(7.8.8) 
where EF,” — 6,” and all other quantities contain at least one factor of the external 


fields. (The connection terms ® can be dropped: They cannot contribute to any graph 


with at most four external lines because they do not bring with them any D’s.) 


We now make the following observations: 
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(1) Since connection terms can be dropped, LI acts in the same way on all fields. 


(2) Since we need two D’s and two D’s, and each one brings with it an E or a W 


and an E or a W, our result will contain four such factors, two barred and two 
unbarred. The E vertices have the form E%’0,D, or E9,D 5 


(3) Since 0,,E,), ~ W and the vector indices on the two E’s in a term with 


apy) 
only two such factors must be contracted (and therefore also the spinor indices) in order 
to produce a covariant contribution, there are E? W’ and E? W? terms but no 


EE W W terms. (Similarly there are no E* E W terms or E W W’” terms.) 


(4) Due to the algebra of the Lorentz generators, the W MW M factors in either 
the E? W? or W? W? produce an extra numerical factor of a (and 6 from WM W M ) 


related to the number of spinor indices. 


Therefore, there are three types of terms to consider: 
(1) (E-0)?(E-0)’, (2) (E-0)?(W MM)? (and h.c.), (3) (WM)? (W M)?. Each term 
takes the same form for all N, but with a coefficient determined by summing over 
V,v, ~, and H the product (number of such fields) - (Lorentz trace factor) - (M-factor). 
The number of fields is given in Table 7.8.1, the trace factor was discussed earlier, and 
the “M-factor” is, for each of the three types of terms, respectively: (1) 1, (2) b (a for 
the h.c.), (3) a- 6. The values of the overall numerical coefficient are presented in Table 
7.8.2. These coefficients are labeled (1) Cy, (2) Co, (3) Co, and appear in eq.(7.8.6). 
(Note that only H contributes to the last column, since only H has both a dotted and 
an undotted index, and so has both W and W terms in its kinetic operator.) Our 
result is thus that: (1) N = 1,2 contain all types of terms, including contributions from 
chiral superfields, which we have not discussed; (2) N = 3,4 receive no contributions 
from chiral superfields; (3) N = 5,6 lack also the E’ E* type term; (4) N = 8 receives a 
contribution from only the W? W? term, in analogy to the N = 4 supersymmetric Yang- 


Mills calculation. 
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N 
3 
4 
5 
6 
8 


oo ON OO 
oN WwW KF OH 
Ee F&F Fe 


Table 7.8.2. Multiplicity of contributions of each type to the one-loop effective action 


The calculation of the effective action proceeds as follows: For N = 8 supergravity 
there is nothing more to do. One has a box graph, with two factors of W and two fac- 
tors of W and a scalar loop integral to perform. We obtain the Go terms in eq.(7.8.6) 
with a factor Cy) = 4, while C, = C,=0. For N = 5,6 one has a box graph with two 
vertices of the form E- 0 and two with W’s, as well as a triangle graph with one vertex 
containing two E-factors. The loop integral for the box graph contains now two loop- 
momentum factors, but gauge (local supersymmetry) invariance can be used to split off 
a part which gives 0),E,) so as to produce W’s, while the rest must cancel the triangle 
graph contribution. (They actually may contribute to Tj, which is zero by momentum 
conservation.) Finally, for N = 3,4 one has a box graph with one E.- 0 factor at each 
vertex, a triangle graph with one vertex containing two E- 0 factors, and also a self- 
energy type graph with both vertices containing two E.- 0 factors. Again gauge invari- 
ance can be used to extract the complete contribution from the box graph, the remain- 


der adding up to zero. 


The S-matrix can be obtained from the effective action by dropping the p, inte- 
grals and taking a sum of G terms over permutations of the Mandelstam invariants 
s=(p,+ po)’, t = (py + py)’, u = (p, + ps3)”. (In the Yang-Mills case this also involves 


interchange of internal symmetry indices). Thus, for N = 8 supergravity we have 


S(s,t,u) = (2n)'8(S(p,)) f a's 


x W(p1,0.) Wasy(Po, 9) We" (ps, 0) W 3 (p4, 8) 


obs 


x[Go(s,t, uw) + Go(s,u,t) + Go(u,t,s)] . (7.8.9) 
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The 6-integration splits up the product of the superfields W into a sum of terms involv- 
ing products of Weyl tensors and gravitino field strengths which can be replaced with 


momenta and polarization vectors for the various processes. The actual value of Gp is 


Gol8s 60) = Be Tae) 


ead As et a mmr Css ted) ny 


where € = 2 — 5 and F' is a hypergeometric function. It is ultraviolet finite but infrared 


divergent for both Yang-Mills and supergravity, but in the latter case the divergence is 
milder because of cancellations in the s,t,u permutations. The expressions for G, , G’, , 


G,, and G’, are somewhat more complicated and will not be given here. 


So far our results are with only N =1 supergravity external particles (gravitons 
and gravitini). However, the S-matrix can be extended immediately to the other parti- 
cles of an N > 1 multiplet either by direct global supersymmetry transformations on the 
S-matrix or by realizing that the [ae (W°7)? (W334)? can be extended to a similar 
expression involving products of four on-shell field strengths for extended supergravity. 
We also note that the W* W? form of the result implies the helicity conservation prop- 


erties of the supersymmetric S-matrix. 


The remarkable simplicity of the calculations and results is due in part to the sur- 
prising decrease in number of diagrams one has to consider as one proceeds from N = 1 
to N =8. In particular, the absence of chiral superfields for N > 3 produces the crucial 
simplification, and the ensuing cancellations between various fields culminates in the 
absolute triviality of the calculation for N = 8 supergravity. At the other extreme, the 
N = 0 theory (ordinary Einstein gravity) would seem to require a major computer calcu- 


lation. 
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7.9. Locally supersymmetric dimensional regularization 


If the only interesting supergravity theories are those that are finite, the con- 
struction of a regularization which manifestly preserves local supersymmetry is some- 
what of an academic exercise. Nevertheless, we shall discuss the procedure here for com- 
pleteness, and because the general method is useful for discussion of dimensional reduc- 


tion to integral dimensions. 


It is possible to extend the supersymmetric dimensional regularization method of 
sec. 6.6 for application to supergravity. Some modifications are required because, unlike 
matter (scalar or vector) multiplets, supergravity is no longer on-shell irreducible after 
dimensional reduction. The dimensional reduction must therefore be performed in a 
manner that picks out the irreducible part. In superfield language, the difference occurs 
because (N =1) matter multiplets are described by scalar superfields, whereas super- 
gravity is described by a vector superfield. Upon naive dimensional reduction to D- 
dimensions, this vector superfield reduces to a superfield which is a D-dimensional vec- 
tor, describing pure supergravity, plus 4-D scalar superfields, describing vector multi- 
plets. The dimensional reduction must therefore be redefined so that only the D-dimen- 
sional-vector superfield appears. We therefore need a superfield formulation that 
describes pure supergravity for arbitrary D<4. For simplicity we will describe the con- 
struction for N=1, but the method can be easily generalized to any four-dimensional 
superfield theory. For integral dimensions, the N =1 theory reduces to pure N =2 
supergravity for D=3 or 2, and pure N =4 supergravity for D=1. 


We begin by constructing covariant derivatives. Since upon dimensional reduction 
the Lorentz group SO(3,1) is broken down to SO(D — 1,1)@SO(4—D), our covariant 


derivatives take the form 
Vaz= Ey+5OueM 2+ 5PM," ; (7.9.1) 


where the supervector index A=(a,d,a), and we have reduced a 4-dimensional vector 


66 s) 66 99 


index “aad” into a D-dimensional vector index “a” plus an internal symmetry 


(SO(4 — D)) index “a”. The field strengths are defined as usual: 
1 ec, 1 c 
[Va, Ve} =Tas° Vet 3 RapoM et 5 Rape My . (7.9.2) 


The derivatives contained in E,=E,”Dy range over D (commuting) + 4 
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(anticommuting) coordinates. The fact that the spacetime coordinates have been 
reduced from 4 to D automatically takes care of reducing the fundamental superfield H* 
to a D-component vector, as discussed above (H = H*i0,). However, as compared to 
the usual 4-dimensional covariant derivatives, we have less gauge freedom due to the 
absence of a Lorentz generator of the mixed type M,,, so that an additional constraint is 
needed to account for this lost invariance. Specifically, this means that the object N,” 
which appears upon solving the constraints, and which is gauged away by local Lorentz 
transformations in D=4, must have the components which are not gauged away in D<4 


constrained away. We therefore impose the following set of constraints for arbitrary 


D< 4 (for simplicity, we choose the case n = — 3) 


Conventional: Tyg’ = T on" = ee = Ce te _ go, R ~4=0 , 


GE Paes (7.9.3a) 
Chirality preserving: Tag* = Lae =) (7.9.3b) 
Conformal breaking: T on — rf =O: 3 (7.9.3c) 
Additional conventional: ag? Tf as ee (7.9.3d) 


where the additional conventional constraint is the one that constrains the extra compo- 
nents of N,”. (0,0 is the D-dimensional Pauli matrix, which projects out the D-compo- 
nent vector index a from the 4-dimensional a3; similarly, 08 projects out the 4-D-com- 
ponent index a. Our normalization here is a0 on = On go" oS 6”, 
cao + ates = 5,°5;".) The conventional constraints as written are somewhat 
redundant, but it can be shown that, in conjunction with the remaining constraints, they 
serve to determine V, in terms of E,, as usual. The chirality-preserving and conformal- 
breaking constraints have a solution similar to that of D=4, except that H™ in 


H=H™ iD, is now a D+4 component supervector. The solution to the constraints is 


(cf. sec. 5.3): 


Ey = UNE sg 
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A 


[E4, Ep} = Cup Eo ’ A, = 1e"°C 


I> 


Nal? = NON! ’ det NA? = 1 ) N = det(N.*— NA) , 


D — = 1 


T- bie DHl(1-e-8)P(1. 8 )- ODEN wD , Fd =0. (7.9.4) 


The matrix N as is determined by (7.9.3d) to take the form 


oe. eben (1+ATA)2 —(14+ATA)3AT 
Nua = (y bn ,) = : (7.9.5) 
ope (1+ AA‘) 2A (AAs 


in an appropriate Lorentz ® internal gauge, where double spinor indices are converted 
into vector indices and back again with o’s (of the appropriate type), and the last equa- 


tion is written in matrix notation with A= A,°. N° is determined from this expression 


for Ns" by using the relation 


38 X\ 66 38 By 8 By, B 
Noh ele al 5 Teall ero PVE soa. 


> N,P =(e"),” . (7.9.6) 


Since N wah is orthogonal, X is antisymmetric, and therefore can be expressed in terms 
of the traceless Y. We have not given the explicit expression for f° in (7.9.4), nor the 
solutions for the connections, but they can be obtained as in D=4 without further com- 


plications, and will not be needed here. 


The supergravity action is 


g=- abate? | dade EO 
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a! i = i (052). 2 
Sas? f aaa b DD [det(5,2+ AA) PIL e@)(1-e®)Prreg . 


(7.9.7) 


Projection operator methods can be used to show that the linearized action contains 


only the usual superspins = 60. Coupling to matter can now be performed as in D=4, 


2(D-1) 
with chiral Lagrangians integrated by } d?ad?6¢°%. Supergraph calculations can be 
performed with the usual four-dimensional D-algebra. We do momentum integration as 


in conventional dimensional regularization, and minimally subtract the divergent part 
dissent dhe : . : 
using — times a local, covariant, D-dimensional counterterm constructed from the D- 
€ 
dimensional covariants. 


The same inconsistencies that occurred in globally supersymmetric dimensional 
regularization of course remain in the local case. Nevertheless, as in the global case, in 
actual computations the inconsistencies seem to disappear after taking D— 4. After 
minimal subtraction, the remaining finite quantity satisfies the 4-dimensional local 
supersymmetry Ward-Takahashi identities (after taking D— 4). Furthermore, the 
method is perfectly consistent for reduction to integral dimensions, and can be used for 
describing extended supergravity in lower dimensions. However, we observe that the 
above superfield description in nonintegral dimensions defies understanding in terms of 
components. (E.g., since the “D-bein” in H* has no e,’ part, what field gauges the 


internal MV,’ symmetry?) 


Since the subtraction procedure preserves local scale invariance when the compen- 
sator @ is included, the renormalized effective action will be superconformally invariant. 
However, D= 4 superconformal anomalies are in general present precisely because the 


renormalized effective action depends on ¢. We discuss this in the next section. 
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7.10 Anomalies 


a. Introduction 


Anomalies in local conservation laws are harmless as long as no fields couple to 
the corresponding current. In divergent component theories there is always at least one 
such anomaly: the scale anomaly. This anomaly, which can be expressed as an addi- 
tional contribution to the trace of the energy-momentum tensor, occurs because a new 
mass scale is introduced at the quantum level, the renormalization mass parameter. For 
example, a theory that is classically conformally invariant, and thus has a classical 
energy-momentum tensor with vanishing trace, gets quantum contributions to the trace. 
When Einstein gravity is coupled to the quantum system, this anomaly is harmless, as 
general coordinate invariance merely requires conservation of the energy-momentum ten- 
sor (i.e., the vanishing of its covariant divergence). However, it would be harmful in 


conformal gravity, since local (Weyl) scale invariance does require vanishing of the trace. 


Quantum corrections to the energy-momentum tensor are most conveniently 


defined by coupling the quantum system to background gravity and defining 


m 7.10.1 
Aga. ( ) 


where Ip is the renormalized effective action and A is a suitably defined variation (see 


below). Its trace is given by 


(7.10.2) 


Alternatively, it can be obtained by first introducing a compensating scalar into the the- 
ory (5.1.34). For conformal theories the compensator decouples from the classical 
action, but in general it enters in the renormalized action where it couples to the trace. 
Therefore, varying ['p with respect to the compensator determines T’,,. 

In supersymmetry, the energy-momentum tensor is the 99 component of a super- 
1 ee 
The trace of the energy-momentum tensor is a component of a related superfield, the 


field, the supercurrent J... (More precisely, jtaob=Ty = staal &:) 


supertrace J (5 (D7 +h.c.)= 574). Just as the energy-momentum tensor can be 


defined from the coupling to gravity, the supercurrent J,, can be defined from the 
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coupling to the supergravity superfield H OR: 


AT 
= a (7.10.3) 
AH 


° 
aa 


As we will discuss below, the supertrace can be defined by functional differentiation with 
respect to the compensating superfield. In classical locally superscale invariant theories 
the compensator decouples and therefore the supertrace vanishes. In general, its pres- 


ence is a measure of the breaking of local superscale invariance. 


The supercurrent also contains the supersymmetry current (at linear order in 6) 
and the R-symmetry axial current (at 6 = 0); the supertrace also contains the y-trace of 
the supersymmetry current (at linear order in @) and the divergence of the axial current 
(the imaginary part of the 6? component). Thus, in a supersymmetric theory where 
scale invariance is broken, the axial current has a chiral anomaly and the supersymmetry 
current has an S-supersymmetry anomaly, and the coefficients of all three anomalies are 
equal. However, just as translational invariance is not violated (the trace of the energy- 
momentum tensor is anomalous, not its divergence), neither is ordinary Q-supersymme- 


try (the y-trace of the supersymmetry current is anomalous, not its divergence). 


In locally supersymmetric theories, in addition to the superconformal anomalies 
described by the supertrace, there may exist anomalies in the Ward identities of local 


(Poincaré) supersymmetry. For the cases that have been studied they do not occur in 
N =1 theory for n = — : (the minimal set of auxiliary fields) because we can regularize 
in a manner consistent with local supersymmetry; they do occur in general for nonmini- 
mal (and new minimal) N =1, n#- : theories. We will use the existence of supercon- 
formal anomalies to infer the existence of these “auxiliary-field” anomalies and conclude 


that in general only n = — . theory is quantum consistent. 


b. Conformal anomalies 


We first review one-loop “on-shell” scale anomalies in component theories. We 
are interested in quantum corrections to matrix elements of the energy-momentum ten- 
sor between the vacuum and a state containing two or more gravitons. (We could con- 
sider other external particles, and also “off-shell” anomalies, but when gravity is quan- 


tized only the on-shell ones are unambiguous.) Equivalently, we compute the one-loop 
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effective action for a system in a gravitational background, functionally differentiate with 
respect to Jn, and then set the background field on shell. At the level of Feynman dia- 
grams, because of covariance, we need only consider the two-point function (graviton 
propagator correction), which determines all the one-loop divergences, and the three- 
point function (“triangle graph”), which determines the trace of the energy-momentum 
tensor. In fact, if the classical theory for the field in the loop is conformally invariant, 


all the relevant information can be extracted from the two-point function. 


In classical theories conformal invariance is broken in two ways: (a) by mass terms 
that break it softly and whose effect can be separated out, as they can be for the diver- 
gence of the axial current, and: (b) by hard terms, e.g., derivatives of fields, as for 
Yang-Mills in D4 4 dimensions, and for antisymmetric tensor fields. In the subsequent 
discussion, when we refer to nonconformal theories we mean classical theories where the 


breaking is hard. 


We consider first a classically conformally invariant theory so that the trace of the 
classical energy-momentum tensor is zero. When coupled to gravity, the classical theory 
is locally scale invariant. By introducing appropriate D-dependence the theory can be 
dimensionally regularized so that this invariance is preserved in the regularized effective 
action near D= 4. (The invariance is broken only to order (D—4)*, and thus has no 
effect even in (D — 4)! divergent terms.) However, the coefficient of the (D — 4)~' fac- 
tor is not separately locally scale invariant except at D = 4, and there is no local finite 
term that can be added to it to make it so. Therefore, the renormalized effective action, 
defined by subtracting this D-dimensional, local, covariant divergent term from the regu- 
larized effective action (i.e., by adding a counterterm S,,) is not locally scale invariant. 
Consequently, when we compute the trace of T" defined in terms of the renormalized 
effective action we find a nonzero result. Since the regularized, unrenormalized effective 
action I’; was scale invariant, the scale anomaly of the renormalized effective action ['p 


is just the trace computed from the D-dimensional counterterm S,,. 
We have defined T* in (7.10.1). The variation A is defined in terms of 6 by 


Af 1 Of 
AGinn O9mn 


= 9g? (7.10.4) 


(g =det(Ginn)), or directly by 
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AGmn(®) _ 1 =) 
mn. — _§, 26 4q7364(x— 7’) . 7.10.5 
AGyq(2’) D) (m~°n) o? (x v') ( ) 
The local scale (trace) anomaly is then 
ro AT AS 2, 
Ina T™ = Gun 5 a rae (7.10.6) 
Imn Imn 


The last equality holds only because we are considering classically conformal theories. 
Otherwise, the former two expressions, the total trace, do not equal the last expression, 
the trace anomaly. (In general, the anomaly is understood to be a contribution to the 


trace due to the divergences of the theory.) 


Since in classically conformal theories Ty is locally scale invariant near D = 4, S,, 
takes the form of (D—4)~! times a local (general coordinate) invariant that is the 
dimensional continuation of a 4-dimensional object that is locally scale invariant. From 
dimensional and covariance considerations we find two independent four-dimensional 
objects of this form: In terms of the irreducible parts of the curvature of (5.1.21), they 
are the Euler number 


exited 
X= CP 


1 11 a aBbae 
5 [as Pls (we? wags t hic.) — 7? ar + 3r’] , CZ10;7) 


a topological invariant whose functional variation vanishes and which itself vanishes in 
topologically trivial spacetime for D=4, and the integral of just the Weyl tensor 


(w? + w’). The difference between the two vanishes on shell (r r=): 


aBdg 
In quantum gravity the coefficient of any term that vanishes on shell is in general 
gauge-dependent, and in fact can be made to vanish by an appropriate gauge choice, or 
can be eliminated by a local field redefinition of the metric (since such redefinitions of 
the action are proportional to the field equations). Therefore, we consider only the on- 


shell part of the trace anomaly, which we write in terms of w? = 5 ww aor We note 


that w* has the simple scaling property for arbitrary D 


)(x)(gu)(2!) = £(D—4)(g?w?)54(a—2") (7.10.8) 


In D-dimensions the relevant part of Cy is given by a covariantization of a graviton 


self-energy graph and has the form 
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ae 


Nie 


)r-2w + hic. , (7.10.9) 


1 1 
Pow pq [aay 5 wl 


where “‘(]’’ means 1] + curvature terms necessary to make I'y locally scale invariant 


we 


in arbitrary D, and wy is a renormalization mass. (Iy also contains finite locally scale 


invariant terms, and divergent terms that vanish on shell.) We then have 


1 D a) 
Sow sa / Lgiw t+h.c. , (7.10.10) 


Te~ jets g zw Feast +h.c.. CELT 1) 
Lb 


By integration by parts (dropping finite terms proportional to the Euler number, which 
can be considered part of the corresponding infinite term (7.10.10)), [p can be rewritten 
at D=4 


(29h ga 2 e 
[Tp ~ fe ep{sr in( 73)? ape 7 gr ina 


+ (w? + w) In[1 — (7.10.12) 


1 
: 
O+r I} 
plus more finite terms that are locally scale invariant, and terms of third or higher order 


in r and r Since [1-(CX1+1r)'r] satisfies the scale covariant equation 


aBae’ 
(CO + r)¢ = 0 (with our conventions of sec. 5.1, J + r is the kinetic operator of a locally 


scale-covariant scalar), it can be shown that 


A 1 NV __ 1 4 ! 
(Gum A, _)e} all — I rit#) = — 58 (cx—a2') , (7.10.13) 


mn 


Therefore, using (7.10.8), we see that (7.10.12) gives the same (on-shell) trace (from the 
last term) as Tz in (7.10.11) (or as S, in (7.10.10)): 


Gna T® ~ = 5 (w+?) (7.10.14) 


We find (7.10.12) a more convenient form of representing Ip. The first two terms are 
covariantized self-energy contributions unambiguously expressed in terms of the curva- 
ture scalar and Ricci tensor, and are of no interest for on-shell traces since their varia- 


tion vanishes on shell. The last term, when the /n is expanded in powers of r, has the 
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form 
[aiegut grt falegir swt (7.10.15) 
O O 


so that it receives contributions only from diagrams with at least three external lines. 
This term is a covariantized triangle graph contribution and could be computed using, 


for example, the Adler-Rosenberg method with r at the “top” vertex (cf. also 


é = 
(6.7.10-13). The trace operation g ae acting on r in (7.10.15) is analogous to the V? in 
g 
(6.7.13)). 
In the more general case when the quantized theory is not classically conformally 


é 
invariant, or gravity is also quantized so that g 5qLu #0, local scale invariance cannot 
g 


be used to determine g,,,J'"" from S,,. It is then necessary to calculate the total trace 
from Tp directly from a triangle graph. (In the case of quantum gravity we use a back- 
ground field gauge to maintain covariance of Ip.) The general form of the unrenormal- 


ized effective action near D = 4 is 


7 1 1 : 1 l 1 ae lcs 
Ty sh oxo + oe fd tg? [hb 5 r(— — Inf IP ))r 
1 r a3 1 Fa e* 
+ kz af B BGs = i rr a aga 
ila? a i 9) (7.10.16) 
: O+r od 


D 
where € = 2 — a and yp is the dimensional continuation of the Euler number of (7.10.7): 


1 Ll me ie apap 
z [ae 15 (wr? waging + hic.) — 7? cere + 8r7) . (7.10.17) 


Tp is obtained by subtracting out the e~' terms. 


The relevant term for the on-shell trace is again the last one in (7.10.16), although 
now its coefficient is not related to those of the preceding terms. The on-shell trace 
computed from Ip is not equal to the trace computed from S,,. It receives additional 


contributions from the classically nonconformal part of the theory. As mentioned above, 
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we will refer to the part attributable to S,, as the trace anomaly, while calling the entire 


contribution from Ip the total trace. 


The number ks, has been computed in a variety of ways, and determines the on- 


shell trace anomaly of fields in the loop. This quantity is usually written 


te al: 
ki Gap | 


(T™) = 
m  /Janomalous — 


Wop”? + h.c.] (7.10.18) 


with 360k, = 4, 7, — 52, — 233, 848, 364, for a scalar, Majorana spinor, vector, Rarita- 
Schwinger field, graviton, and second-rank antisymmetric tensor gauge field, respectively, 
including their ghosts. We note that although the first and last fields both describe the 
same spin zero particle (if the scalar has no improvement term), their trace anomalies 
are different. On the other hand, it can be argued that they have the same total trace, 
which is the physically relevant quantity, determined by Ip. (For the improved scalar 
field (Lin) tor = (Lin™)anom, but for the antisymmetric tensor or unimproved scalar they 
are different: The latter theories are not classically conformally invariant.) In like fash- 
ion, third- and fourth-rank antisymmetric tensor fields, which have no physical degrees 
of freedom, have zero total trace (in fact, zero renormalized effective action), although 
because of the quantization procedure, they have a nonzero divergent contribution to Ty 


and therefore a nonzero trace anomaly. 


A useful method for making scale-breaking properties manifest is to introduce a 


compensating scalar as in (5.1.34). We then have 


fod 


Ree (7.10.19) 


A 5 
(Gun Z— F)($ G0) = so —f= 


Gan dp 


so the existence of a nonzero trace is equivalent to having dependence on ¢. For exam- 


ple, (7.10.10,11) becomes 


Sov Gg [ dPagior tw? + hee. (7.10.20) 
Tp~ jes g zw infu +h.c. ; (7.10.21) 


(note that we have absorbed yu into ¢) and the last term in (7.10.12) becomes 


jets g(w? + @) {In[1 — =~ r]—Ing} . (7.10.22) 


r 
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If the classical theory is conformally invariant, @ decouples from the classical 
action, and thus does not appear in the Feynman rules or in Ty: Its only appearance in 
['p is through S,,. It must be introduced in S,, to make this term scale invariant in D- 
dimensions, and to compensate for this it must also appear in Ip, since Ty is indepen- 
dent of @. On the other hand, if the classical theory is not conformally invariant, ¢ is 
present in Ty, and will enter in [p in a manner which is not related to the way it enters 


heen 


c. Classical supercurrents 


In this subsection we derive the classical supercurrents for various multiplets. 
These are the superfields that contain the superconformal component currents. They 
can be obtained in principle from the classical actions by means of Noether’s theorem, or 
can be calculated as the variational derivatives of the covariantized actions with respect 
to the supergravity prepotentials. In general we do not immediately obtain the same 
results, unless we perform some field redefinitions. These redefinitions have no physical 
effect since they only change the currents by terms proportional to the field equations. 


We consider minimal supergravity with the chiral compensator. 
The action for a scalar multiplet in the presence of (background) supergravity is 
(in the chiral representation) 


oe jets d!9 EO 'ne-F ay + if d‘x d20 oS ma? + 5X1) +h.e.] . 


(7.10.23) 


If we make the field redefinition 7 — ¢~'n and use the linearized equation (see (7.5.4)) 


1 


E¢-Ue4py 1 =1- = D;D,H" — 510, H* (7.10.24) 
we obtain the supercurrent 
Jog =Iua = cs = ~<[D3, DoJ + =m8,an 
6Hs 6 
=—5(DsM)(Dan) + 5713.40 - (7.10.25) 


The 6-independent component of J,. is the (R-transformation) axial current 
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oe 5 Ai yg — 5 Vite, the linear 9-component is the supersymmetry current, and 


q 
ad 


at the 00 level we find the (improved) energy-momentum tensor. 


We define the supertrace 
my, DsJ=0 . (7.10.26) 
We can verify, using the equations of motion, the conservation equation 

DI. <= Dad (7.10.27) 


Quite generally, this equation is a direct consequence of the invariance of the 


action under L,-transformations (5.2.7,7.4.2b), 6H. = D,L; — DgL,, 6¢° = D’D,L*: 


2 6H + ee 5d) +h.c.)=0 . (7.10.28) 


6,5 = 
fs 6 Ho 6g 


If the classical theory is conformally invariant the covariantized action is superscale 
invariant (independent of ¢, possibly after field redefinitions, e.g., in the case above if 


m = 0), the supertrace vanishes, and 


D'y,.=0 . (7.10.29) 


aa 


This equation expresses the conservation of the axial current, and the vanishing of the 


supersymmetry current y-trace, and of the energy-momentum tensor trace. 


For the vector multiplet the flat superspace component currents are contained in 
the supercurrent J,;,=W,;W,, where W,, is the flat superfield strength. However, to 
obtain this expression from coupling to supergravity requires some field redefinitions 


which we now describe. For simplicity we consider the abelian case. 
In the supergravity chiral representation we have the reality condition V' = e/V. 


Introducing V’ = e?"V we have now Vt = V’ and 


Wy =i? + RV (CV) =i DPWwGN Pe4 Dyes" V 


= id 3D? EIN Pe 2D serv 7.10.30 
is 


It is convenient to calculate in the gauge (7.6.5) where N,’ 46,” so that spinor chiral 


fields are chiral in the usual sense. In this gauge, at the linearized level (see sec. 7.5.c) 
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BON, 29 e = D-D,H" ; (7.10.31) 


However, if we calculate the supercurrent by 


° 
aa 


oe i d‘x d20 esww, (7.10.32) 
Hee 


it will not be (Yang-Mills) gauge invariant because the gauge transformation of V (or 
V’) depends on H,.: 


5V' =i(e 7A —e74A) | DsA=0 . (7.10.33) 


We remedy this by making a further field redefinition 


1 sinh + H 1 ae 
V' = (cosh =H + —4— —H™|Dz,D,))Vo. - (7.10.34) 
2 ly 2 
2 


Thus V,) has the H-independent transformation law 6V) = i(A—A), which indicates 
that the component vector field in V) has a curved vector index, in contrast to the flat 


index on that in V. At the linearized level, we find 
QW a = Wo — DH 2W* , (7.10.35) 
where 
Wy =1D°D,V 6 (7.10.36) 


is the gauge-invariant field strength of V,) (containing the component field strength with 
curved indices). From the action (7.10.32) we find then 


J as = WoeW oa ’ J=0 } 
D*J4.=0. (7.10.37) 


If the (covariantized) supersymmetric gauge-fixing term (6.2.17) is present, we 


have additional contributions (for a = 1) 


aa 


Joa = — 3 (Da, DellVolP* , D'}V0 + (PV0)(D*V>)] 


+ 5 (BV )id .4(D°Vo) — Void ID, D’]Vo 
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— £ (Ds, D|Vo{B?, DWV , (7.10.38a) 


1 — — 
ye gD(VioAD*, DW o). (7.10.38b) 


For the tensor multiplet (chiral spinor superfield) there are analogous complica- 
tions due to the transformation law 
ina = i(V2 + RV, (E24 K) . (7.10.39) 


We have introduced K’ by analogy to V’. However, if we redefine K’ in terms of Ko, 
and 7, in terms of 1, by analogy to (7.10.34,35), we find that the covariant field 
strength 


Gis ser Van” he I gee 5 er E(E'y"B 4) Shine: 


Dyk eee ao _f 
— 56? (on BUN °c" Dye") + hic. (7.10.40) 


can be expressed as 


~oG' = Go ~ : (Ds, D,|H°°’)G -_ 2 ADs, D,\G@o 
4 (De) Dea (Deh? DAG ss (7.10.41) 
where Gp = 5 Dan +h.c.. 
From the action 
S=- 5 / d'z d'@ Ee 24 Q? (7.10.42) 
we obtain 
Jag = y= 5 IDs, DAGo zs 5 Go[Da, D,|Go 
= — 5 (DsG)(DaGo) + 5 GolDs,DilGo 5 (7.10.43a) 
J= 2 DG, . (7.10.43b) 


We note that the substitution Gp — 7 + 7 (cf. sec 4.4.c.2) gives the supercurrent J... for 
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the nonconformal scalar multiplet with Lagrangian 5 (1 + 7)°. This Lagrangian for the 
scalar multiplet, identical in flat space to the usual one, gives disimprovement terms to 


J, and J because the extra terms s(n +7”) lead to nonminimal couplings 


[ae do PRS +h.c.. On the other hand, the improved tensor multiplet (4.4.46) 


with action — / d‘z d‘0 GinG does have J = 0. 


From the gauge fixing term 
Ser=-5 i d'xd'0 BS Van" — hee.) (7.10.44) 


we obtain additional contributions. The combined current from (7.10.42,44) can be writ- 


ten 
Jog = 5 (Pnadidgan’ — (Dy VD 54D ian” 
- 5 NaiDggD?9? + 5 Not thc. , (7.10.45a) 
y= = (Dan? +h.c.] (7.10.45b) 


As mentioned earlier, the field redefinitions we have performed change the form of 
the supercurrents, but only by adding terms proportional to the field equations. Such 


terms have no physical consequences. 


The supercurrent for the supergravity multiplet itself can be obtained from the 
background-quantum splitting of sec. 7.2, by functional differentiation with respect to 


the background field. We will not give it here. 


d. Superconformal anomalies 


The discussion of sec. 7.10.b can be taken over directly to the N = 1 supersym- 


metric case. We consider quantum corrections to the supercurrent J,-, and in particular 


to its supertrace J. For classically conformally invariant systems the supertrace can be 
obtained from the one-loop counterterm, and we will generally refer to this contribution 
as the superanomaly. If the classical theory is not conformally invariant the supertrace, 


computed from the renormalized effective action, does not equal the superanomaly. We 
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discuss in this section the minimal n = — q theory with a chiral compensator. 


We define the renormalized currents 


AT 
a = —— (7.10.46) 
ol'p 
= 7.10.47 
ie ( ) 
(In the version of the theory with variant multiplet compensators we have an =J+J 
or —_ = V,J.) We will assume for the time being that the minimal theory has no 


local supersymmetry anomalies. Invariance of the effective action under local supersym- 


metry transformations gives then 
Vo = Val (7.10.48) 


The supertrace is zero only if Ip is independent of ¢. (The A operation is defined in 
(5.5.44).) 


The superanomaly is given by 


6S 
J" = —= 7.10.49 
3 (7.10.49) 

J = J” only if the classical theory is superconformal. 
The relevant one-loop expressions corresponding to (7.10.9,10,17) are 
1 D D) 2(D-)) Oo. 1p-2 as 
Ty ~ —— | d-sd°0 6 >? Wag,(—-)? “We +h.c. , (7.10.50a) 
D-4 pe? 


2(D 


4 Dagd20 AoW? ee Dig has 
ee sole rd 0¢02 W*+h.c. = safe xz g?(wi + @) ,(7.10.50b) 


eae 
(4m)2 2 


[ xa°s go? W? + hc. + [ @za's E-(G? +2RR)| , (7.10.51) 


where W? = 5W W°*’, D1 is a supercovariantized d’Alembertian, and yp is the super- 


aby 
symmetric form of the Euler number of (7.10.7). The expression corresponding to 


(7.10.16) is 
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1 1 = t=4 O 
Po 7 Xo apf aicd'og ‘[(ka — ks) 3 RZ — mS E)R 
1 Aad 1 O 
i ae aa pe Gaal 
1 = ih 
—ky, Ua? (fate d°0 ¢?W? In{l — (V+ R) Oo. R)+h.c.} , (7.10.52) 


and represents an unambiguous way of organizing the off-shell covariantized contribu- 
tions from supergraphs with two or three external lines. Other terms, with more factors 
of W,,,, do not contribute to on-shell supertraces. The d’Alembertian LI_ was defined 
in (7.4.4). 

If the classical theory is superconformal k, = ky. Otherwise, they have to be com- 
puted separately, e.g., from a self-energy and from a triangle supergraph, respectively. 


For example, the last term in (7.10.52) can be expanded as 


| 
kai fas COBO WR eh es (7.10.53) 


(4m)? O_ 


and gives, at the linearized level, 


1 fi 3 1 
Fag = 3 ha Gp tO 


(any ad Fy (DP W" — D?W*) . (7.10.54) 


This corresponds to the contribution from a triangle graph with two legs on shell. Its 
form is uniquely determined by covariance and power counting, and the actual value of 
k, can be determined, for example, by the Adler-Rosenberg method. 


The supertrace and superanomaly are given by 


ot immer 
J=shaaW? 


an __ 1 1 


The superanomaly can be read from the results contained in (7.8.5) which give the on- 
shell value of the first term in (7.10.52). For a scalar multiplet k, = " while for a ten- 


sor multiplet, including ghosts, it is k,; = = In a background covariant gauge for the 


vector multiplet the contribution to S,, comes entirely from the three chiral ghosts since, 
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as discussed in sec. 7.8, general superfields do not contribute to the two-point function. 
Thus, for the Yang-Mills multiplet we have k, = — =. For the gravitino matter multi- 


plet, with the effective Lagrangian of (7.3.6) or (7.3.7) we find, by adding contributions 


19 


from the chiral ghosts, k, = — — or respectively, for the two different sets of com- 


a 
24 24’ 
pensators. Finally, for the supergravity multiplet we obtain the values 

41 7 
ky = 94 Py 94 ’ 
numbers can also be obtained from a component analysis of the theories, using the val- 


_ - depending on whether we use a ¢, V, or ~%, compensator. These 


ues k, of (7.10.18) for the component trace anomaly. (Changing from one compensator 
to another corresponds to replacing some of the spin zero auxiliary fields with diver- 
gences of vector auxiliary fields.) 
For the scalar multiplet, which is classically superconformally invariant, 
1 
kg = ky = 34? 
tensor multiplet is physically equivalent to the scalar multiplet, it has the same value 


and for the same reason, for the vector multiplet k, = — = Since the 


k= = (~ k, since the classical theory is not superconformal). This result has been 
checked by an explicit calculation. 

For the supergravity multiplet the explicit calculations have not been completely 
carried out. If we conjecture that the contributions to the supertrace again come com- 
pletely from the chiral fields in the quantum action, we can determine the coefficients k,. 
Since we are discussing the supertrace, chiral spinors are equivalent to chiral scalars or, 


what amounts to the same thing, the result is independent of the type of compensator 


we use. This gives the value k, = — - for the supergravity multiplet and, by a similar 


reasoning, ky = 2 for the (5 , 1) gravitino matter multiplet. (For example, in the (2, -) 


multiplet, replacing the chiral compensator with a V compensator replaces two @,’s and 
two ,’s with eight y’s with opposite statistics. For the 5. 1) multiplet the equivalent 
of one ¢, and one ¢; in (7.3.6) is four more y’s, as in (7.3.7).) 

For the scalar and vector multiplets, the supertrace results are also consistent with 
the calculated values of the component axial current anomalies (provided we assign the 
correct R-weights a —1 for the fermions of the scalar and vector multiplet, respectively). 
However, the conventionally quoted value for the gravitino axial anomaly 


Ono = = (4n)*r *r) does not match the energy-momentum trace for either the 
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N | Snax total trace (k,) 
; 0 8/360* 
1/2 | 7/360 
1 | -52/360 | = (—1)?™**7(158max” — 2)/90 
3/2 | 127/360 
2 | -232/360 
1 | 1/2 nee 
1 AE || teed eave 
3/2 5/24 
9 -7/24 
2 | 1/2 ae 
1 -1/12 = (—1)?smxt1 /19 
3/2 1/12 
9 -1/12 
Soll) call 0 


Table 7.10.1. Values of the total trace coefficients (“Complex conformal scalar) 


(2 -) or e , 1) multiplet. This is a consequence of the fact that the component anomaly 
was calculated for a classically conserved gravitino axial current, whereas the component 
current contained in J, is not classically conserved: It contains additional terms which 
give nonvanishing contributions to 0,, 7°“. (Its energy-momentum partner is not trace- 
less: e.g., the trace of the quadratic part of the Einstein tensor, representing the energy- 
momentum tensor of the graviton field, is classically nonvanishing even on shell. This is 


due to the conformal noninvariance of Einstein gravity.) 


The values of the k, coefficients calculated on the basis of our conjecture are pre- 
sented in Table 7.10.1, which gives the supertrace in N = 0, N = 1, and extended super- 
symmetry. That k,=0 for N >3 reflects again the absence of a net number of chiral 


superfields. 


The verification of our statements awaits an explicit calculation of the relevant tri- 


angle supergravity supergraph, and a better understanding of some of the component 
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calculations. If our conjecture is correct, it is rather curious, and not understood, that 
the supergravity theory with the V compensator behaves as if it were superconformal 
(k, =k,) or, equivalently, that the superanomaly and supertrace differ only if chiral 


spinors are present. 


e. Local supersymmetry anomalies 
We can use the existence of superconformal anomalies to infer the existence of 
anomalies in the Ward identities of local supersymmetry for n 4 — . We demonstrate 


this explicitly for the case of quantum matter multiplets coupled to background super- 
gravity, but expect similar results when supergravity itself is quantized. We first con- 


sider N = 1 supergravity. 


At the linearized level, the Ward identities reflect the invariance of the effective 


action under the (linearized) local supersymmetry transformations (L°’ = L’*) 


6H,.=D,L. — DL, , (7.10.56) 


n=0: 6¢%=-2D°I°+iD'D°K , 


_ il 7 a_~_1pp Qa 1a, ata 1nt+l an, 7% ie gave) 
nfé— 5,0: 6H =i(- 5 P+ DD +h 2** yD i + DyL%) . (7.10.57) 


We have used the gauge H°=0 for n = — 7 the gauge H*=-—iD,H™ (31-H =) 
1-e" =1; see sec. 5.2.b) for n=0, so that FE’ can be linearized as 
1 + 5 (Do + D.6"); and the gauge Y=1 for other n. For n#— 570 we have made 


the shift H° — H® — iD,H™ so that J, is the superconformal current (coupling to 


conformal supergravity’s axial vector, and not the other auxiliary axial vector). We have 
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/ d‘zd?6 (56°) J +h.c. 
0=T p= i d‘zd*6 (5H) J. + / d‘xd?0 (50")Xq thc. (7.10.58) 


/ d‘zd'6 (5iH*)\, +h.c. , 


where 
_ oy 
ao = 6H 
Tp sr Tp 
J=— = = 10. 
503 2 Xa db 9 ra 0(iH*) (fe 0 59) 


If we require that (7.10.58) be satisfied, we obtain the (linearized) conservation laws 


p= z PI... Dw=0- 
w=0r DPI e274 Dy =D SDA SO 
other n: D*J,.= 5 Ps +5 D% avg + ; “ DDK a 
Dekg = (7.10.60) 


The invariances used to derive these conservation laws are those of Poincaré super- 
gravity, and their violation would imply that the multiplet contributing to Ip cannot be 
coupled consistently to the corresponding form of supergravity. On the other hand, the 
violation of the superconformal conservation law Dey a¢@ — 9 implies only that the multi- 


plet cannot be coupled consistently to conformal supergravity. 


We evaluate matrix elements of the conservation equations (7.10.60) between the 
vacuum and an on-shell supergravity state. In particular, if we consider one-loop “trian- 
gle” graphs we know the precise form of the left-hand side. As discussed in the previous 
subsection, power counting and covariance determines uniquely the matrix element of 


the supercurrent: 
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1 =~ G 
< W(H)|J,.|0 > ~i0,. al [D?(W a3)? — DW a3.) ; (7.10.61) 
Then we have for the matrix element of D°J ad 
<D*J,,.>~D,W? . (7.10.62) 


It is not zero (except when the supertrace vanishes), and is independent of the form of 


the compensator. 


We now examine the matrix element of the right hand side of (7.10.60). We begin 
by considering contributions to the one-loop effective action from a classically supercon- 
formal multiplet. Its (locally supersymmetric, covariantized) action is independent of 
the compensator. However, as discussed in the previous subsection, the compensator 
enters the (one-loop) renormalized effective action after the divergences have been sub- 
tracted out. We can ask now if the form (7.10.62) is compatible with the right hand side 
of (7.10.60). Since the compensator enters [p only because we have subtracted out the 


covariant, local, counterterm $',,(H, compensator), the corresponding current must also be 
local. For n= -5 a solution of (7.10.60) is J ~ W?, but for n#—= there exists no 


local x, or A, that satisfies the conservation equation. We conclude that any supercon- 
formal N = 1 multiplet that has a nonzero one-loop supertrace gives a contribution to 
Ip that violates the Poincaré supergravity conservation laws for n 4 — a i.e. has a local 
supersymmetry anomaly. Therefore, in general, superconformal multiplets can be cou- 
pled consistently only to n = — _ supergravity. (The analysis above is inconclusive, 


3 
however, if the supertrace vanishes, e.g. for a system of one vector and three scalar mul- 


tiplets, which has no one-loop divergence or supertrace.) 
In the case where the classical theory is nonsuperconformal, the compensators may 


couple to nonlocal terms in the effective action. Thus, for n 4 — 510; 


2X. 35D, Pe (7.10.63) 


can satisfy (7.10.60) and we cannot conclude, without further analysis, that Poincaré 


supergravity anomalies are present. However, we can still conclude that an anomaly is 
present for n =0 since (7.10.60) implies D?J,, = 0°*J,,, =0, whereas D°J,.~D,W? 
implies D? J. ~i0,.W? and 0° J,,.~ i(D?>W? — D?W?), neither of which vanish even 
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on shell. This occurs because the supertrace is an irreducible multiplet of superspin 0 


(W? is a chiral scalar), whereas the compensator multiplet for n = 0 has superspin * 


For nonminimal supergravity (n#— a) we will see below that anomalies are 


absent only under very special circumstances. In general, their presence is related to the 
nonexistence of a chiral measure. An interesting way to understand the origin of the 
anomaly is to use the fact that (in appropriate supersymmetric gauges) only (physical or 
ghost) chiral superfields contribute to the divergences and require regularization. In par- 


ticular, we can ask if Pauli-Villars regularization is possible for chiral scalar superfields 
with the various nonconformal couplings of sec. 5.5. Since only n= -5 has a chiral 


measure that allows mass terms for chiral superfields with conformal kinetic terms, it is 
the only n that allows Pauli-Villars regularization for those superfields. (In other regu- 
larization schemes, the same difficulty with chiral measures shows up in other ways: e.g., 
in dimensional regularization, finding analogs to the chiral integrands in the last term of 
(7.10.52).) In fact, we will show below that the only quantum-consistent couplings to 
supergravity are those which: (1) allow Pauli-Villars regularization, (2) have vanishing 


supertrace, or (3) have couplings that correspond to extended supersymmetry. For 
cS 5 all chiral superfields can have mass terms, so all couplings are possible. For 


other n coupling to the vector multiplet alone is impossible (it is classically superconfor- 
mal and has classically superconformal chiral ghosts), coupling to a scalar multiplet 
alone is possible only for the nonconformal coupling that allows mass (but not self-inter- 
action) terms, and coupling to the combination of the two requires a cancellation that 
occurs in extended multiplets (and probably nowhere else, if the cancellation is to be 


exactly maintained at higher loops). 


To discuss the situation quantitatively, we perform an explicit verification of the 
conservation law (7.10.60) for contributions from chiral scalars with nonsuperconformal 
couplings. From the actions of sec. 5.5 (with the definitions in (7.10.59)) we find the 


classical currents 


—2[Dz,Dalm+5TI,4n — forn#£0 , 


me _ as (Dz, Dal + 5719 .4n fOr R= 4 
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_ 1 Pr “ae 
J: A Dea... eS 5 
Xo = a D’D.m , n=0 (7.10.64) 
a me Dim ,  othern 


We now imagine computing renormalized one-loop matrix elements of these currents 
between the vacuum and an on-shell background supergravity state. The matrix ele- 
ment of J. must have the form (7.10.61) and, in particular, its 6 =0 component has 
the form 10,1 '(w? — @?). We observe that TiO ,,.n gives no contribution to this com- 
ponent and therefore no contribution at all, since any covariant superfield that vanishes 
at 9 = 0 vanishes identically. (The “top” vertex of the graph contains only crossterms 
AOB of n| = A+ iB, whereas the gravitational couplings are proportional to AA and 
BB.) Therefore, to compute matrix elements of any of the currents in (7.10.63) it is suf- 
ficient to compute matrix elements < V(H)|7n|0 > for two-particle on-shell graviton 
states v(H), and then apply appropriate operators (e.g., 
<J 4 >< (Ds, D,\qn >= (Dz, D,) <7 Sree). 


By power counting and covariance arguments, the renormalized matrix element has 


the unique form 
1 _— 
<m>=cR (D?W? + D?W?) (7.10.65) 


where c is a numerical factor. We now substitute the corresponding expressions of 


(7.10.64) into the conservation laws (7.3.59). Since 


€x¥,> = 288 +1)D'D, <7 > =0 (7.10.66) 


1 
a 
always, we find that the conservation laws are never satisfied for n = 0 (unless c = 0). 


For n 40 substituting (7.10.64) into (7.10.60) gives 


- 3D, <n >= = 2° DP <im> | (7.10.67a) 
which is satisfied only for 
fi=—F(n+1) . (7.10.67b) 


For n = — 4 this is the only value of n defined, even classically (see sec. 5.5.f.2). For 
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other n, this value is exactly the one that allows a mass term. 


To investigate anomaly canceling mechanisms, we consider contributions from one 
vector multiplet and / identical scalar multiplets with arbitrary weight n. The contribu- 
tion of the vector multiplet to the nonlocal part of < yx, > and < A, > must vanish 


because of classical superconformal invariance (furthermore, the ghosts must have 


n~ 


N ghost = — 3): The contribution to < Deda > is —3 times that of a physical scalar mul- 


tiplet. The / scalar multiplets contribute to both the left and right hand sides of 


(7.10.60). The conservation law now becomes 


~ 3D, <n > (I-38) = = 1D. <tm>l, (7.10.68a) 
which gives the condition 
i 1/3 1,1 


In particular, for | = 3, which corresponds to the N = 4 vector multiplet, where diver- 
gences cancel, the superconformal coupling n = -5 is required. For |/=1, the N = 2 
vector multiplet, we find n; =n. Recall that for n = 0 the conservation laws require the 


supertrace D*J ag to vanish identically even though the theory may still have divergences 


(ie., the superanomaly may be nonzero). We thus have 
— ns : [De, Do] <n > 1 = [Dis D,| < 7 > (—3) =0, agreeing with (7.10.68) for 
n=0. 

We have thus found that for N = 1 only n = — : is generally quantum consistent, 


while for other n only very special nonsuperconformal couplings are allowed. These 
arguments can be applied to extended supergravity. In particular, the standard N = 2 
theory, which (in terms of N = 2 superfields) has an isovector compensator V,,°, is quan- 
tum consistent, basically because it has chiral measure. Thus an N = 2 vector multi- 


plet will give contributions to the effective action which are anomaly-free. When ana- 
lyzed in terms of N = 1 superfields, N = 2 supergravity decomposes into a (5, 1) multi- 


plet coupled to N =1, n =—1 supergravity. The N = 2 vector multiplet decomposes 
into a N=1 vector multiplet and a nonconformal scalar multiplet, but with 


nm =n =—1 which is consistent with the no anomaly condition we derived above. It is 
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likely that this extended supersymmetry is necessary for n 4 — : for this cancellation of 


the anomalies in the supergravitational conservation law to occur at higher loops. 


f. Not the Adler-Bardeen theorem 


In sec. 6.7 we considered the anomaly in the (axial) Yang-Mills current and, on 
the basis of the covariant rules, concluded that it (and its component axial current) sat- 
isfies the Adler-Bardeen theorem. On the other hand, the supertrace (anomaly) in gen- 
eral receives higher-order corrections (the 3-function is not zero), and therefore the com- 
ponent R-current does not satisfy the Adler-Bardeen theorem. (We are considering here 
matrix elements of the current between the vacuum and on-shell Yang-Mills states, 
rather than supergravity states.) Although the currents look the same classically (for a 
scalar multiplet in an external vector multiplet or supergravity background the Ad,A 
term does not contribute), the difference arises because of different renormalization pre- 


scriptions. 


In the first case, when the axial-vector gauge superfield is external (otherwise, in 
the presence of one-loop anomalies the quantum theory makes no sense), it is possible to 
renormalize the higher-loop effective action [(V,,V_(ezt)) and define J'”°™” so that it 
is not anomalous. On the other hand, if V_(ezt) is replaced with H,.(ezt), the higher- 
loop effective action [(V,, H,(ext)) is usually renormalized in a manner which is con- 
sistent with Poincaré supergravity gauge invariance. In that case, we do not have the 


renorm 


freedom to redefine J, so as to remove its higher-loop supertrace (anomaly). If we 


give up super-Poincaré invariance, we can renormalize so that 0°°J,.°""" = 0 at higher 


renorm 


loops. However, this J,,+ will not contain a conserved (symmetric) energy-momen- 
tum tensor at the 66 level. Therefore, the renormalized chiral R-current which is in the 
same multiplet with the renormalized conserved energy-momentum tensor does not sat- 


isfy the Adler-Bardeen theorem. 
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8. BREAKDOWN 


8.1. Introduction 


The most striking feature of the relation between supersymmetry and the 
observed world is the absence of any experimental evidence for the former in the latter. 
The particles we see do not fall into supersymmetric multiplets, nor do they show even 
an approximate mass equality that would indicate they were in multiplets before symme- 
try breaking. Thus if supersymmetry is an underlying symmetry of the physical world, 


it must be badly broken, or otherwise hidden from direct experimental verification. 


At a fundamental level, it is difficult to accept the idea of a global supersymmetry 
without believing that there exists an underlying local supersymmetry: Since we believe 


that gravity must be quantized, and since even global supersymmetry implies that the 
graviton requires a spin . gravitino partner, then the gravitino must be the gauge parti- 


cle of local supersymmetry, however badly broken global supersymmetry may be. Then, 
as in any gauge theory, the supersymmetry breaking must be spontaneous (i.e., by the 
vacuum) and not explicit (i.e., in the action itself). If we believe in local supersymmetry 
with symmetry breaking, we must understand mechanisms for this breaking. It can be 
through the Higgs mechanism, or due to cosmological factors such as boundary condi- 
tions or high temperature effects in the early universe, or nonperturbative dynamical 
effects, or via dimensional compactification. It is also reasonable to believe that the 
breaking happens at a large energy scale. If this is so, we may hope that the dynamical 
effects of the supergravity fields can be ignored at a lower energy scale, and that the 
effective low energy theory is a broken globally supersymmetric theory. We can start 
with an exact globally supersymmetric theory, at some scale where supergravity fields 
have decoupled, and investigate its spontaneous breaking ab initio, or we can put the 
breaking in by hand, as an explicit manifestation of the original local breaking. (In gen- 
eral, if we start with a locally supersymmetric theory that exhibits symmetry breaking 


and set gravitational fields and couplings to zero, soft breaking terms are induced). 


Unlike other symmetries, there are some interesting and unexpected restrictions on 
the possible breaking of global supersymmetry. Some of these have their origin in the 
supersymmetry algebra itself, while others are most easily obtainable in the context of 


superfield perturbation theory. The first restriction, which follows from the algebra, is 
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the following theorem: 


If supersymmetry is not spontaneously broken, i.e., if the vacuum is invariant 
under supersymmetry transformations, then its energy is zero; conversely, if there 
exists a state for which the expectation value of the Hamiltonian is zero, supersym- 
metry is not spontaneously broken. Furthermore, if supersymmetry is sponta- 
neously broken without an attendant modification of the supersymmetry algebra, 


then the vacuum energy is positive. 


As discussed in sec. 3.2, this result follows directly from the commutation relations 


{Q,Q} = P, which give in particular 
E =- 5% <aKg ;}}0>=—- >> < olla 210 > (8.1.1) 
vac IN aa) B IN — aa Co 


Thus: 


If all the components of the supersymmetry charge (generators) annihilate the vac- 
uum, its energy is zero. If any one of them does not annihilate the vacuum, then 


its energy is positive. 


We emphasize that this theorem assumes that the supersymmetry algebra is not 
changed. With an appropriate interpretation of the total energy and charge, the theo- 
rem also holds in supergravity. On the other hand, explicit breaking does change the 


algebra and then negative or zero energy is possible. 

The second important result, proved for a fairly large class of renormalizable mod- 
els, is that in spontaneously broken global theories, there are mass sum rules relating 
fermion and boson masses, which take the form 


So mp? — So mp? =0. (8.1.2) 


states states 


These sum rules are extremely restrictive, and make the construction of realistic models 
difficult; however, for locally supersymmetric and explicitly (softly) broken globally 
supersymmetric theories, the generalizations of this formula are phenomenologically 


acceptable. 


A third result is the following theorem, which can be proven in perturbation the- 


ory for four-dimensional theories: 
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If supersymmetry is not spontaneously broken at the tree level, then it is not bro- 


ken by radiative corrections. A Coleman-Weinberg mechanism is not possible. 
This theorem is not valid in two-dimensional supersymmetry. 


If supersymmetry is spontaneously broken, a massless Goldstone fermion must be 
present. Therefore, if one can prove that no massless fermion states can exist, supersym- 
metry cannot be broken spontaneously. Using this fact, Witten has given certain criteria 
(index theorems) that allow one to rule out in a simple manner, in certain cases, the 


possibility of spontaneous supersymmetry breaking. In a locally supersymmetric theory, 
the Goldstone fermion is absorbed by the spin . gravitino via a conventional Higgs 
mechanism. Index theorems have not been investigated in supergravity. 


Global supersymmetry breaking is most easily discussed in superfield language as a 
breaking of Q-translational invariance in superspace. This can happen either because 
the vacuum is not Q-translationally invariant (spontaneous breaking), or because one 
has explicit 6-dependence in the effective action (either at the tree level or nonperturba- 
tively, for example via instanton effects, which could introduce such explicit depen- 
dence). If the breaking is spontaneous, it means in general that some superfield has a 
nonzero vacuum expectation value (if Lorentz and internal symmetry invariance are not 
to be broken, it has to be a neutral scalar superfield). Furthermore, the nonzero expec- 
tation value must reside in other than the 6-independent component of the field, so that 
some explicit #-dependence is introduced. For N = 1 matter superfields, it means that 
one of the auxiliary fields must have a nonzero vacuum expectation value. (Unless gauge 
invariance is broken, vacuum expectation values for the gauge components cannot be 


physically relevant.) 


Supersymmetry breaking in a local context and the superHiggs mechanism can 
also be described directly in superspace. All the standard methods, such as the theory 
of nonlinear realizations, can be applied and all the standard results, such as the conver- 
sion of the Goldstino into helicity modes of a massive gravitino and the existence of U- 
gauge, can be generalized to the superfield discussion of spontaneously broken supersym- 
metry; the resulting formalism is considerably simpler than a component approach. 
However, some issues (at the present time) can be settled only by considering compo- 
nents directly, e.g., what are component field masses, what are the conditions for sponta- 


neous breaking to occur, what is the Witten index, etc. Therefore, although most of the 
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material in this chapter is at the superfield level, we cannot avoid some component cal- 
culations, and we also omit some topics that have not, as yet, received an adequate 


superspace treatment. 


We first discuss soft explicit breaking of global supersymmetry (sec. 8.2). Our cri- 
terion for softness is the analog of Symanzik’s criterion in ordinary field theory: In 
renormalizable globally supersymmetric theories, the only relevant divergences are loga- 
rithmic. We ask what nonsupersymmetric terms can be added to the classical action 
without spoiling the delicate cancellations between boson and fermion contributions that 
are responsible for the absence of quadratic divergences. Since we can cast the problem 
in superfield language, we are able to take advantage of the superfield power counting 


rules of chapter 6. 


We next treat spontaneous breaking of global supersymmetry for both renormaliz- 
able and nonrenormalizable theories (sec. 8.3). (Nonrenormalizable theories are relevant 
to our discussion of breaking in the context of local supersymmetry.) We do not discuss 
Witten’s index theorem, or breaking of supersymmetry by instantons; as noted above, 
with our present techniques these issues can be handled only at the component level. 
We do, however, give a superspace derivation of the supertrace mass formulae (sec. 8.4). 
This derivation is much simpler than the component calculation (which we also give, 
partly for comparison, but also because it provides some extra information, e.g., the 


masses of the individual components). 


Finally, we discuss the superHiggs effect. We show how the Goldstino can be 
described by a nonlinear (superfield) realization of supersymmetry, and how standard 
“radial” and “angle” variables can be introduced in models with spontaneously broken 
supersymmetry (sec. 8.5). We exhibit the superHiggs mechanism (sec. 8.6) and give a 
detailed discussion of the case of arbitrary supersymmetric “matter” systems coupled to 


supergravity (sec. 8.7). 
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8.2. Explicit breaking of global supersymmetry 


One of the important features of supersymmetric theories is the perturbative no- 
renormalization theorem (sec. 6.3.c): The superspace potential P(®) for chiral super- 
fields receives no radiative corrections, so that scalar multiplet masses and coupling con- 
stants are not renormalized (aside from the effect of wave function renormalizations). 
Furthermore, for renormalizable models, only logarithmic divergences are present (as dis- 
cussed in sec. 6.5, quadratically divergent D’-terms are not generated if gauge invariant 
regularization is used). When supersymmetry is explicitly broken this is no longer the 
case, and, in general, quadratically divergent corrections can be induced. Equivalently, 
the parameters of an effective low energy theory can depend quadratically on masses 
associated with the theory defined at high energies, and some of the “naturalness” of 
supersymmetric theories is destroyed. However, there exists a set of supersymmetry 
breaking terms whose effect is soft: When added to a supersymmetric Lagrangian, any 
new divergences that these terms generate are logarithmic. More precisely, if we intro- 
duce counterterms in the classical Lagrangian to cancel the new divergences, after renor- 
malization their dependence on the renormalization mass (or high energy cutoff) is only 
logarithmic. In this section, we describe the set of soft breaking terms, and the addi- 


tional terms that they induce. 


Breaking supersymmetry is breaking Q-translational invariance. This is done by 
introducing explicit 6-dependence into the Lagrangian. Equivalently, we can introduce a 
superfield (2,0) with a fixed 6-dependent value. This suggests the following procedure: 
Given a supersymmetric action, we generate new terms by coupling, in a manifestly 
supersymmetric fashion, some external (“spurion”) superfield(s) to the quantum fields. 
Supersymmetry breaking is achieved by giving these fields suitable (6-dependent) fixed 
values. At the component level, this introduces some nonsupersymmetric terms. Soft 
breaking is achieved by only allowing new couplings that are consistent with the (power 
counting) renormalizability criteria of superfield perturbation theory, so that no diver- 
gences worse than logarithmic are introduced. The induced infinities correspond to con- 
ventional divergent terms in the effective action involving products of the quantum and 
spurion fields. When the spurion fields are given their fixed values we can determine the 
corresponding new component infinities. Generally, we will find that in a component 


language symmetry breaking terms of dimension two are soft, but terms of dimension 
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three are not (with some exceptions). These terms correspond to splitting the masses of 
particles in multiplets by hand, or adding some new, nonsupersymmetric interactions of 
a very special form. We will find that there are essentially five distinct types of soft 
breaking terms that can occur singly, or in combinations. In general, one such term 
induces the others, so that we should discuss them all at the same time. However, since 


their physical significance is different, we prefer to treat them one at a time. 


We consider conventional renormalizable Lagrangians (cf. sec. 4.3) of the form 
b= jes d*0 [®,e" 6! + virV] + jes do 5 W°W, + P(®')] + hie. (8.2.1) 


where P is a polynomial of degree three or less. By power counting we know that the 


only divergences of the theory correspond to terms in the effective action of the form 


jes d*0 O® jes d*0 6V"® 


jes €oV(D)(DyV" jes d‘60V (8.2.2) 


where the D-derivatives are suitably distributed and terms with n> 1 are related to 
terms with n=1 by gauge invariance (we include ghosts among the chiral fields in 
(8.2.2)). We break supersymmetry softly by coupling additional external superfields in a 
manner consistent with the power counting criteria (see sec. 6.3): No more than four 
D’s acting on the internal lines should appear at any vertex where the external spurion 
field is inserted. In addition to the original divergences of the theory, we may generate 
new ones, involving the spurion fields as well, and they are the ones that interest us. In 
this section we do not consider divergences involving spurion fields only, which corre- 
spond to insertions into vacuum diagrams and contribute only to the vacuum energy 


(cosmological constant); see, however, sec. 8.4. 


Since the spurion fields can never introduce any additional spinor derivatives into a 
loop, if in any soft breaking term the spurion field is set to 1 the resulting term must be 
either a conventional renormalizable supersymmetric term or a total (spinor) derivative. 
The possible additional couplings that introduce explicit 6-dependence into the action 
correspond to multiplying a spurion factor into 60, 6°, W?, 6°, or D°(®W,,). In detail, 


we have: 
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52 = jes d'@ U®® ~ fas wAA (8.2.3) 


where U = 1?6°@" is a neutral dimension-zero fixed general scalar superfield. At the 


classical level, when added to (8.2.1), such a term breaks the equality of the boson and 
fermion masses of a scalar multiplet by adding —ju” to the masses of A = 2-7Re A and 


BS 2-zIm A. To investigate the divergences it introduces, we consider loops with ordi- 
nary vertices and external U vertices. We look for local terms in the effective action, 
involving a d‘@ integral and factors of U and the quantum fields, of dimension no greater 
than 2. (This is our standard power counting of sec. 6.3.) Since U is dimensionless, 
such terms are: U®®, corresponding to a logarithmic renormalization of (8.2.3), i.e., of 
u’; U(®+ ®) (but only if some chiral field is massive); and UD°D?D,V (but only if the 
gauge group has a U(1) factor; the D-factors are required by gauge invariance). There- 


fore, the action may receive additional logarithmically divergent corrections: 


AT ~ jets d‘*0 U® + jes d*@UD°W, + h.c. 


~ jes [W’mA + wD" (8.2.4) 


Sie jets dO x®? + h. an f ata pe (A? — B’) (8.2.5) 


where y = 0” is a neutral dimension-one chiral superfield. This addition corresponds 
to another way of splitting the masses of scalars and pseudoscalars away from the mass 


of a spinor in a chiral multiplet. New, logarithmically divergent terms are given by 
AT ~ jes a6 ~V~ +h.ew jets F (8.2.6) 


where F = Re F. Since y is neutral under whatever internal symmetry groups may be 
present, no infinities involving gauge fields (as might arise from a Ye" x term) can be 


induced. 
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See yf a's 6 nW°W, thew yf a's pr, + h.c. (8.2.7) 


where 7 = 10” is a neutral, dimension-zero chiral superfield. Again this involves vertices 
with only four D’s and is therefore soft, and provides a mechanism for giving masses to 
fermions in gauge multiplets. The following divergent terms may be generated in addi- 


tion to corrections to Sy,.q; itself: 


are fadtedemb+ hen fda 
ar~ faced (om + hc.) ~ fd'oA 
ar~ f de d*0 n®® + how f dx [FA — GB] 


AT ~ jes d‘0 TNO ~ jets [A’ + B?] (8.2.8) 


For a given theory, not all of these terms need appear; for example, the third term will 


only be generated at the two loop level, and only if a massive chiral superfield is present. 
(d) 

Spe = jes dO n®* + hic. ~ fas up Re (A® — 3AB?) (8.2.9) 
with 7 as in (c). Unlike the previous cases, this introduces an allowed nonsupersymmet- 


ric interaction term. In general we induce the same divergences as in case (c). 


The breaking term i d‘0(n+7)®6 can be reduced by a field redefinition 
® — (1+ 7)® to the previous cases. 


Another possibility, which gives a gauge invariant mass mixing between the 


fermions of a gauge multiplet and of a scalar multiplet in the adjoint representation, is 
(e) 


Dati = jets d*6 D°U ® Wa + h. Cx 
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= jes d‘6 D?D°U® DV + h.c. ~ fae pRe |w°r, + AD 


(8.2.10) 


with a dimension —1 field U = 0707, or, equivalently, with a dimension 5 chiral spinor 
superfield y° = D?D°U~p6°. Logarithmic corrections are induced for S$), itself and 


for: 
ary f ata d*0 y°x,,8 + hcww f dle reg ae (8.2.11) 


The above possibilities for soft breaking are flexible enough to cover all interesting physi- 
cal situations without introducing a large number of arbitrary parameters. (With sev- 
eral multiplets, because cancellations are possible, other types of terms can be soft, e.g., 


pax d*6 D°U®,D,®,5 Bnd pus (FA, = F,A,).) 


It is also interesting to examine some cases of breaking that are not soft. We men- 


tion two: 
(a’) 
Space jes d‘6 U(D°®)(D,®) + h.c. (8.2.12) 


with U as in (e), shifts the mass of the spinor in a scalar multiplet. But it leads to ver- 


tices with six D’s, as does 
(b’) 

Seg jes d*9 U(® + By~ fda pee. (8.2.13) 
Both will produce quadratically divergent terms, for example 


AT ~ jes d‘0U®+h.c.~ jes A (8.2.14) 


We can understand the difference between cases (a) and (b) on one hand, and (a’) 
on the other as follows: They both lead to fermion-boson mass splittings for the scalar 
multiplet. However, the former, in addition to splitting masses, also affects some of the 


component interaction terms, and it is the delicate balance of mass terms and 


8.2. Explicit breaking of global supersymmetry 505 


interactions that keeps the divergences under control. On the other hand, there is no 
difficulty giving mass to the fermion of a vector multiplet, or introducing mass mixing 


between the fermions of the two multiplets. 


It is a useful and simple exercise to check some of the above conclusions by exam- 
ining supergraphs involving the spurion fields. We note that some of the induced terms 
we have listed may be missing because of group theory restrictions, or, in some cases, 
because of the absence of masses, e.g., the third term in case (c). In certain cases possi- 
ble terms are missing because the corresponding graphs require ®® or ®® propagators 
and these bring with them numerator mass factors that reduce the degree of divergence 
of the diagrams. For example, in cases (c) and (d) a term 7* cannot be produced 
because the corresponding diagrams must contain two mass factors and hence are con- 


vergent. 
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8.3. Spontaneous breaking of global supersymmetry 

If global supersymmetry is spontaneously broken, a massless (Goldstone) fermion 
must be present. This can be established by the usual reasoning that proves the Gold- 
stone theorem: If the supersymmetry charge does not annihilate the vacuum, there exist 
operators whose (anti)commutator with the supersymmetry charge has nonzero vacuum 
expectation value, and, in particular, we can write 


< O1{Qa Sp}|0 es jes s a 0[T (32, (z)$a(0))|0 > (8.3.1) 


where S',, is the supersymmetry current, satisfying 0°S,, = 0, and Q, = / d' 28 ba The 


left hand side not being zero (it is actually proportional to the vacuum energy density 
(8.1.1)) implies that the right hand side receives a contribution from a surface term; this 
is the case only if the matrix element vanishes at infinity not faster than |z|~°, which is 


possible only if a massless fermion intermediate state is present. 


The spontaneous breaking of supersymmetry in globally supersymmetric theories 
can be investigated by examining the effective potential at its minimum, where it equals 
the vacuum energy. The effective potential U is obtained from minus the effective action 
by setting all momenta and all component fields that are not scalars to zero. We must 
then minimize U with respect to all the remaining component fields and ask if it van- 


ishes at the minimum. 
a. Renormalizable theories 


a.1. Classical effects 


We first consider a system with only chiral scalar superfields, and a renormaliz- 


able classical action given by (4.1.11): 
= jes d*0 &,b' + jes d°0 P(®') + hc. (8.3.2) 


where P is a polynomial of degree no higher than three. To investigate the classical vac- 
uum we set all momenta and fermion fields to zero; we then have effectively 
6 = A—6’F, and since each @ integration requires a 676? factor, we obtain the classical 


potential 
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U = — F,Fi — [F'P,(A) +h.c.] (8.3.3) 


where P; = as in (4.1.13). The classical vacuum is described by the constant (z- 


OP 
OA’ 
independent) classical (expectation) values of the scalar fields obtained by solving the 
classical field equations for constant fields, i.e., by extremizing the classical potential. 
Extremizing with respect to the F’ first, we find F; = —P;(A); substituting into U we 


obtain 
U= 5° |P,(A)? . (8.3.4) 


We require 


ou = PY(A)P,(A)=0 . (8.3.5) 


The potential will vanish at the extremum and supersymmetry will not be broken only if 
the simultaneous equations P;(A) = 0 have a solution. This requirement is equivalent to 
that of requiring that all the F’s have zero vacuum expectation value. We can work 
directly in superspace, by defining P(®) as the superspace potential. The condition for 


supersymmetry not to be broken is formally that the superspace potential have an 
extremum with respect to the superfields: as =); 
We consider two examples: 


(a) The Wess-Zumino model, with action 
| d'z d'9 BO + / d'x dO [ab + 5m + =O") + hic. (8.3.6) 


The superspace potential, when differentiated with respect to ® gives a + m® + +e 


and setting this to zero always gives us a solution. Hence the vacuum energy is zero and 
there is no supersymmetry breaking. This is the case even if we consider an arbitrary 


(nonrenormalizable) polynomial potential. 


(b) On the other hand we can consider the O’Raiferteaigh model, given by 
jets d*0 [Oy Py) + OP, + &,8,] + jets dO [Oy ,? + mO,¥, + E®y] + hic. (8.3.7) 


for which we obtain the equations 


508 8. BREAKDOWN 
67°+£€=0 
20,9, + m®, = 0 


m®,=0 , (8.3.8) 
which have no solution. In this case supersymmetry is broken at the classical level. 


In the general case, the situation depends on the topological structure of P. In 
particular the presence of an extremum, and its stability under variations of parameters 
in P, can be studied in rigorous fashion and gives rise to index theorems to determine 
whether supersymmetry can or cannot be spontaneously broken. We remark that super- 
symmetry breaking in the sense above implies that the fermion mass matrix, which is 
given by the matrix of second derivatives P; evaluated at the minimum of U (see 
(4.1.12)), has a zero eigenvalue corresponding to the zero mass of the Goldstone fermion. 


Indeed, if (8.3.5) is satisfied with P; 4 0, P;; must be singular. 


Including gauge invariant interactions with a real gauge superfield does not funda- 


mentally change the discussion. Gauge invariant terms that can be added to (8.3.2) 
have the general form [d6lbele +vV] (the last term only if V is a U(1) gauge field), 


and the only component of V that can have a nonzero expectation value is the auxiliary 


field D’; this leads to additional terms in the classical potential of the form 


_ 5 (D')? — vD'— AAD’. Extremizing with respect to D’ and then eliminating it gives 


an additional contribution 5 |v + AA|* to the classical potential, which must be sepa- 
rately zero for supersymmetry not to be broken. The expression for the classical poten- 
tial can be read from (4.3.7). We note that if v 4 0, if it can be arranged for y + AA to 
equal zero, then some (charged) scalar field must acquire a (nonvanishing) vacuum 
expectation value, and the gauge group will be spontaneously broken. Thus, to have 


both gauge invariance and supersymmetry, it is necessary that v = 0. 


We observe that if some expectation value of an auxiliary field is nonzero, i.e., 
f =< F > or d=< D'S, the supersymmetry transformation of the spinor field of the 
multiplet becomes (see (3.6.5,6)) 


004 = fea +e 


or 
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Or\y = ide, tee, (8.3.9) 


which is typical behavior for a spontaneously broken symmetry. The spinor field 


describes the Goldstino, and f or d sets the scale of supersymmetry breaking. 


a.2. Loop corrections 


We now establish the following result: In four dimensions, if supersymmetry is not 
spontaneously broken at the classical level, it is not broken by radiative corrections. 
This theorem can be proven most readily by using results of superfield perturbation the- 
ory, and it might be violated by nonperturbative effects, although no example is known 


in four dimensions. We first consider the situation with only chiral superfields. 

A basic feature of perturbation theory is that the effective action is obtained with 
a d‘6 integral. If we consider classical constant fields of the form ® = A—6’F , D,, act- 
ing on them is simply aa so that the derivatives do not introduce any @ factors; conse- 
quently, in the d‘@ integration, we must get 6 and @ factors from the ®’s, and these are 


accompanied by an F and an F factor. Therefore, adding the classical potential to the 


quantum corrections, we have a total potential of the form 


Uy =— > [FF +F'P,(A)+F,P'(A] +) F FIG, (A, A, FPF 8.3.10 
Sf 


4 Y 


Differentiating with respect to A’ and F’, we obtain 


OU = fa) ' 
Ee pe. pki as 
Aik FIP, + FF oa G, (8.3.11a) 
OU a) 
=Pi4Pi4 FP FF  — Si 
oF +P'+ FIG, + OF. Gy) (8.3.11b) 


Now, if at the classical level there exist values of the A’s such that P; = 0, so that 
F' = 0 satisfy the extremum equations and make the classical U vanish, it is clear from 
the above form that this result is not changed by the quantum corrections since the 
additional terms also vanishes for F‘ = 0. The important ingredient is that the quantum 


corrections are bilinear in the auxiliary fields. 


Therefore the classical minimum of the classical potential is still an extremum of 


the quantum corrected potential, and it is still such that the total potential vanishes 
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there. Furthermore, if the supersymmetry algebra still holds, it must be an absolute 
minimum (no negative energy) and therefore supersymmetry cannot be broken. Con- 
versely, if supersymmetry is broken at the classical level (some P; 4 0 for any A’s), the 
above equation has no F’ = 0 solutions, and hence radiative corrections cannot restore 


the symmetry. 


We remark that in lower dimensions the situation is slightly different. There the 
superspace integrations are d70, while superfields still have the form A—6?F. There- 
fore, the quantum corrections to the effective potential can have terms of the form 
FG(A,F) with a single F. When taking derivatives with respect to F’, the factor in 
front can disappear, and we find that the classical extremum no longer need be an 


extremum of the quantum potential. 


In the presence of gauge superfields we can have additional contributions to the 
effective potential. Terms proportional to D” or D’F are quadratic in auxiliary fields 
and do not change our conclusions: If F = D'=0 are solutions of the classical equa- 
tions, they will also be solutions of the quantum corrected equations. However, it is pos- 
sible to generate terms of the form D’f(A, A), and such terms, no longer quadratic in 
the auxiliary fields, could change our conclusions (recall that a pure D’ term is not gen- 
erated). Nevertheless, as long as gauge invariance and supersymmetry are unbroken at 
the tree level (which implies that the theory does not have a Fayet-Iliopoulos term), even 


a term linear in D’ is harmless. This is because such a term arises only from the covari- 


antization of terms in the effective action of the form [aie d*0 g(®,®) = 


[ae d‘0 g(®e" )~ [d'eD ue oe): : thus this term is at least bilinear in the D’, A 


fields, and hence we can use the same arguments as above to conclude that the classical 
solution D’ = A = 0 (which must be the case if gauge invariance and supersymmetry are 
unbroken classically) is still a solution at the quantum level. (A linear A term would 


spoil this argument, but such a term cannot be written as a d‘0 integral.) 


If classical gauge invariance is broken, and a D’f(A, A) is generated, it has been 
shown that for a specific class of models a supersymmetric solution (F = D’ = 0) of the 
quantum corrected equations exists with the A’s shifted from their classical values; thus, 
even in this case, supersymmetry is not broken by radiative corrections. However, the 


general situation is in need of further clarification. All of these results hold for the 
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nonrenormalizable systems that we discuss below. 


b. Nonrenormalizable theories 


We now consider more general situations. For global models coupled to super- 
gravity (see sec. 5.5.h) the renormalizability criterion is too restrictive: The combined 
systems are not power-counting renormalizable, and since we can make field dependent 
Weyl rescalings, there is no reason to insist on polynomiality of the matter actions. 
However, nonderivative superfield dependent rescalings do not change the number of 
derivatives in the action and therefore we restrict ourselves to actions that lead to com- 
ponent Lagrangians with no more than two spacetime derivatives in the purely bosonic 
terms of the action, and no more than one spacetime derivative in the terms containing 
fermions; this is preserved by superfield dependent rescalings that do not involve spinor 
derivatives. In this subsection we discuss interacting chiral scalar superfields; we extend 
the discussion to gauge systems in the following subsection. The reader should review 


our discussion of Kahler manifolds in sec. 4.1.b. 


We consider a system of N chiral superfields 6‘ described by the superspace action 
S= facade KO.) + fatedoP@) + he. , 


®=O(r,0,0) , Dsb=0 , G=(6) , Do=0. (8.3.12) 


As discussed in sec. 4.1.b, the first term of the action S can be given a geometrical inter- 
pretation: ®', ®, can be thought of as coordinates of a complex manifold with Kahler 


potential JK. 


We recall that the (complex) component fields of 6‘ are defined by projection 
A =O)... Oy = De) |. Fa De"! 5 (8.3.13) 
We denote vacuum expectation values of the component fields by 
CSSA » Vor ss eo Sea 4 (8.3.14) 


The vacuum expectation values are obtained by solving the classical field equations for 


x-independent fields. 
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The action S leads to the superfield equations 
D?iK, +P; =0 (8.3.15) 


and their hermitian conjugates (we use the notation of (4.1.13,25a)). Taking vacuum 
expectation values and evaluating at 0 = 0 using the definitions (8.3.13,14), we obtain in 


particular 
K,i(a)f;+P,(a)=0 . (8.3.16) 


As in the renormalizable case (sec. 8.3.a), spontaneous supersymmetry breaking occurs if 
f' =0 is not a solution to these equations. Further component equations are obtained 


by differentiating (8.3.15) with D? and evaluating at 9 = 0. We find 
IK (a) fi + Py(@]f =0 . (8.3.17) 


After finding the vacuum solution(s), we can choose to work in normal gauge (4.1.27) at 


the vacuum point. In that case the vacuum equations (8.3.16,17) reduce to 
f,;+P,=0 , Pf? =0. (8.3.18) 


If P,(@) is nonsingular all f? =0 and supersymmetry is not broken. Conversely, if 
f? =0 is not a solution of (8.3.16,17) then supersymmetry is broken and P,;(@) must be 


singular. 


Returning to the action (8.3.12), we shift the fields 6’ > ®' + < 6' > and investi- 
gate fluctuations about the vacuum state. In particular we can read off the masses of 
the various particles from the resulting action; alternatively, we can find the mass matri- 
ces of the component fields by expanding the superfield equations (8.3.15) to linearized 


order in the fluctuations: 
Di<K/>@,+<K,;>®]+<P,>8=0 . (8.3.19) 
Applying D, and D? and evaluating at 6 = 0 as in (4.1.21), we find 


DA; + Ky" fi f* A; + Pip fA? + Py PF? =0 (8.3.20) 
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where we have dropped the <> on P_ and JK and assumed that we are in normal 


gauge. Eliminating the auxiliary fields we identify the fermion and boson mass matrices: 


Mp= Pi (a) 


Tay? fit" _ PyP* Pig f* 
M; == (8.3.21) 
pi - IK etic P*p,. 


Again, as above, if supersymmetry is broken P;; has at least one zero eigenvalue and one 
of the corresponding massless fermions is the Goldstino. 
We evaluate the graded trace of the mass matrix squared. This supertrace gives 


the mass relation 


str M? =) °(-1)"(2J + 1)M? = tr M,” — 2tr MpM 
J 


OIG TF" (8.3.22) 


Since we are in normal gauge we can rewrite this as 
sir Me = =2R Ff" (8.3.23) 


where R,' = R;',' is the Ricci tensor of the manifold evaluated at 6’ = < 6' > (see 
(4.1.28)). The result is manifestly covariant, and thus (8.3.23) holds in an arbitrary 
gauge. In particular, for models with conventional actions ®,6' the Kahler manifold is 
flat and we obtain the simple mass formula 
S(-)%QI+)M/P=0 . (8.3.24) 
J 
We also observe that in contrast to renormalizable models, spontaneous supersymmetry 


breaking can occur in a model with a single chiral multiplet, for example with 


IK = cos(® + ®), P(®) = ©, where —7 < A <r. 


c. Global gauge systems 


In this section, we repeat the previous analysis but include gauge superfields 


V=V‘T,. Because gauge symmetries are usually described by explicit matrix 
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representations (T', )' ; of the generators, we begin with this formulation; we then change 
over to a more general formulation where we describe the action of the generators by 
Killing vectors. As discussed in sec. 4.1.b, this allows us to choose normal coordinates in 
which the computation of the mass matrices simplifies (however, we cannot use normal 
gauge). We restrict ourselves to models where the gauged group is unbroken or isotropic 
at one or more points of the manifold of scalar fields. (The usual matrix representation 
assumes isotropy at the origin, i.e., the origin is kept fixed by gauge transformations.) A 
formulation in terms of Killing vectors should allow one to gauge groups that are real- 
ized nonlinearly at every point on the manifold of scalar fields, i.e., 6@ has a constant 
term everywhere (the constant term cannot be eliminated by shifting the scalar fields); 


however, the superfield description of the more general case has not been worked out. 


We consider the action 


SS jes d*0 [IK (®', ®,) + vtrV] 


+ ‘i dx 226 [P(®') + 1 Qu ()WW,8] + he. (8.3.25) 


with covariantly chiral 0: 


n~ 


J ) 


Wie SID (er Dey. (8.3.26) 


The chiral quantities Q,g3 = 5,4, + O(®) can generate masses for the gauge fermions con- 


tained in V. We have included the global Fayet-Iliopoulos term vtrV (4.3.3). 


We chose a Kahler gauge (see (4.1.26)) where JK itself is invariant; we can always 
do this if the gauge group is unbroken somewhere on the manifold as discussed above. 


Then gauge invariance of S requires 


IK ,(T',)';®' = ®(T,) JK' = 0 ’ 


P,(T,)/,® = 0 ; 


Qe j (Le) i ® oF (Les Ove i (Loar Qs =0. (8.3.27) 


The matrices (7, ),* form the adjoint representation of the generators, and are, up to an 


overall factor, the structure constants; thus they are independent of any special choice of 
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coordinates on the scalar manifold. 


We begin by deriving the equations for the vacuum expectation values. We define 


(Yang-Mills) covariant component fields by covariant projection (see (4.3.4,5)) 


A=6'| , y,'=V,| , Fi =V'S'| , (8.3.28) 
AG = WI ’ fag = > VoW 3) | ’ (8.3.28b) 
iVaNs = 5(V9{Ve,Wodll » D'=-S{V°,Wall , — (8:3.28c) 


where f” 3 is the component gauge field strength (see (4.2.85)). We also need the iden- 
tity (@°==D™ >) 


EVV OS | Saat) x (8.3.29) 
The superfield equations that follow from (8.3.25) are: 


VK; +Pi + + QansWW.” =0 


Bi(T,)) IK! — £V"(QanWa®) + iV (Qin 3") + vir Ty =0 (8.3.30) 


The equations for the vacuum expectation values are obtained by evaluating at # = 0 
the above equations, and the equation obtained by differentiating the first one with V”. 
We find 


IK ,* Toa 1 q(T ig d* IK ;! + Py f? See Owed = = 


a;(T,)' JK* + (Qin + Quand? + vtrT, =0 (8.3.31) 
where IK, Q,,, P are evaluated with 6’ — a’. 


We now generalize to arbitrary coordinates by rewriting the above in terms of 
holomorphic Killing vectors k,'. We replace the specific form of the Yang-Mills gauge 


transformation (4.1.35) 


50' = iAM4(T,)',) , 56, = — iB, A4(T,), (8.3.32) 
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with the more general form (4.1.31): 
6B' = A*k,* , 6@, = A*k,, (8.3.33) 
where ®, is defined by analogy with (4.1.34b): 


0 


o,= exp(iV"k,; a 
J 


Oo, . (8.3.34) 
The conditions (8.3.27) that ensure gauge invariance of the action become 

IK ;k,' + IK'k,; =0 

P,k,' =0 

Qonike’ + i(Te)p*Qan + H(To)e*Qan =0 - (8.3.35) 


As discussed above, a formulation in terms of Killing vectors enables us to use nor- 
mal coordinates and thus to simplify our computations. Thus, for example, we can com- 
pute the mass matrices of the various component fields and find a supertrace relation 
that generalizes (8.3.22). We find the linearized field equations for the component fields 
by expanding the covariantized form of the superfield equations (8.3.30) around the vac- 
uum and applying the operators 1,V,V’ to the first and 1,V,[V,V] to the second of 


the equations and evaluating at 6 = 0. The result, in normal coordinates, is 


F,+P,4) =0 
iad + Mk + Py — S Qin? MO =, 
DA; + [id*k 9 + Ky! fF, — Pa P*)A, 
+ [Paf! + 5 QandO] A? + [Qin id® + ik,JD™ =0 , 
(Qas + Qan)D™ + (Qaned® + thas)A’ + (Qan"d — th,')A, = 0 , 


5 (Qs as Qan Oa ee zoel C7 ee = Qan id” = 5 Dan ifiNP =0 , 
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CQ as + Cail" F x a Cease + kk )Ar i," =0. (8.3.36) 


where we have dropped < > on P_, JK", Q,,.. In our normalization the vector wave 


equation is 
Veta myAg a0. (8.3.37) 


Eliminating the auxiliary fields we find the mass matrices from which we obtain the 


supertrace (in normal coordinates) 


1 aj 1 
G20" Q+Q 


str M? = — 2Qlid*k,," + Th PPE ae; Aes 


£a(Q AO) EuQustd? = hig Qiggd (8.3.38) 


A covariant formula, valid in any coordinate system, is obtained by replacing k,;" with 


kee" and KK" with R;! 


str M? = — 2[id* ky," + R, f* Ff, + tr(Q; 0 - a) ay Q : pri 
ati? aeptad’] (8.3.39) 


where we have rewritten the last term using the gauge invariance relations (8.3.35). In 
the coordinate system where the Yang-Mills gauge transformations are given by (8.3.32) 


we have k,;" = — i(T,)'; — i(1,)’;a,T" (cf. (4.1.29b,31,32d)). 
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8.4 Trace formulae from superspace 


In the last two sections, we found the supertrace using essentially a component 
approach, and not taking advantage of the superfield formalism. There is a much easier 
way to evaluate the supertrace expression without ever computing component mass 
matrices: If the action is expanded in components and the one-loop effective potential is 
evaluated, its quadratically divergent part is proportional to the supertrace str M’; 
moreover, we can easily read off this quadratically divergent term from the classical 


superfield action if we imagine performing a superfield one-loop calculation. 


a. Explicit breaking 


We can develop the method (and derive some new mass formulae) by first consid- 
ering the case of explicit soft breaking of supersymmetry. For example, we consider a 
massless scalar multiplet and add to it the explicit soft breaking term (8.2.3) 
S break = / d‘z d‘@9 U®®. We now calculate the quadratically divergent part of the one- 


loop effective potential; the coefficient is the contribution of the term (8.2.3) to the 
supertrace. Recall that soft breaking terms are defined by the property that they give at 
most logarithmically divergent contributions to the effective action, and yet here we are 
calculating quadratic divergences; however, in sec. 8.2 we ignored vacuum diagrams 


(which have only spurion fields externally), whereas here that is all we are interested in. 


In the calculation, we have to consider the sum of one-loop diagrams with n mass- 
less chiral propagators and n U-spurion vertices (U = ?6°0°; although the calculation 
simplifies if we use the explicit form of U, we will keep U general, since then the results 
can be applied to other cases). At each vertex we have factors D’, D? acting on the 
propagators; however, each propagator is proportional to p 7, and thus, to get a 
quadratic divergence, we must cancel all but one propagator with a numerator factor. 
This requires n — 1 factors of D?D?~ — p”; the remaining factor is needed for the 6 loop 


(see sec. 6.3, e.g., (6.3.28)). Hence we find 


rand | Ree d‘0 ap uy = [eomarey fore (8.4.1) 


2n)*p 


Therefore the supertrace is 
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str M? 


-2 fa'em( +0) = —2[D?D* In(1+U)]| 


—2[D’D? U]| 


=-2y . (8.4.2) 


Comparing to the component expression in (8.2.3), we see that this is indeed the correct 
result: the mass of the scalar A has been lowered by py” (the factor of 2 arises because A 
is complex). It is clear that no diagram containing chiral self-interactions can change 
the result: We needed a factor of D?D? at each vertex, and a chiral vertex comes with 
only a factor D*. Such a diagram can be only logarithmically divergent. Also, since 
supersymmetric mass terms can be treated as interactions, our results hold in the mas- 
sive case. This same argument also implies that explicit breaking terms of the types 


considered in (8.2.5,6,9) cannot contribute to the supertrace. 

Next we consider explicit breaking terms (8.2.7) for an abelian vector field: 
Sie = 5 [ae d‘6nW°W, thc. = 5 | dia d‘0(n+7)VD°D?D,V. The calculation 
is almost identical to the above: Each propagator is still ~p~*, except that a vector 
propagator has an extra —1 relative to a chiral propagator, and each +7 vertex 


(n = 07) comes with a factor D°D?D,, which acts precisely in the same way as a factor 


D?D?, except for a —1 that cancels the extra —1 from the propagator. Thus we find 


str M? = — 2 | ato [—In(1 +9 + 77)] = 2[D?D? In(1 + + 7)]| 
= — 2[D?n D?q| 


=-2 . (8.4.3) 


As before, this agrees with the component expression (8.2.7) (the factor 2 comes from 
the two helicity components of the fermion). We can combine the explicit breaking 


terms (8.2.3-7) with the previous ones and find simply the sum of (8.4.2,3). 


Finally, we consider (8.2.10); since this has only a factor D*D? inside the loop at 


each vertex, it cannot contribute to the quadratic divergence or the supertrace. 
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b. Spontaneous breaking 


In the examples of the preceding subsection, we used rather elaborate methods to 
derive results that can be found more easily by explicit computation of the masses; here 
we will apply these methods to derive results that required the somewhat lengthy calcu- 
lations of sec. 8.3. We first consider the action (8.3.12). We expand S to second order 
in quantum fields ®', with the coefficients evaluated at the background classical values 


<>: 
Che i d‘xd'0®, IK, 8 + i d'z d’0 Xj ®'S! + hic. (8.4.4) 
where 
X,=P,+ DK, (8.4.5) 


In complete analogy with (8.4.1), the quadratically divergent term in the one-loop effec- 


tive action is 


_ d'p Sosy j 
T= i Gayig? 210 tr [in IK) (8.4.6) 


where IK,’ — 6,’ plays the role of U and, as above, the chiral vertex (here X ij) does not 


contribute. The supertrace is therefore 


eases / d*6 tr{in(IK,;!)] = — 2{D°D? [tr n(UUK,)]}| 


= —Qltr nUiK;’)),! ff" (8.4.7a) 

and hence, using (4.1.30b), 
str M? = -2R,!' ff , (8.4.7b) 

in agreement with (8.3.23). 


For the case with gauge interactions (sec. 8.3.c), we again obtain the supertrace by 
examining the quadratic divergence in the one-loop effective action. To second order in 


quantum fields we have 


g@) = jes d’0 [IK ;/®,(e)* ,@! at + (Qap a Oi) VD DD ’ (8.4.8) 
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where we have dropped terms that do not contribute to the quadratic divergence (that 


is, chiral interactions or terms corresponding to (8.2.10)). Now (e’)*,IK;/ — 6," plays 


the role of U above, and are — O,z) Plays the role of 7. The final result is 
str M? = — 2 f atoterl(vAr,), + In(IK,’)| — tr Ins [Qan + Qazl)} 
0 2[d* (fy) + ian A exo Bi pi Refit” 


i Op OO 


OHO: O20 )(L4) Ga" ] (8.4.9) 


1 
Q+Q 
where we have replaced fae => V’V? and used (V2, {Ve,Vo}] =—2iW°, and 
(8.3.29). We thus recover the result (8.3.39). (We have chosen to work in the coordi- 
nate system defined by (8.3.32) simply because it is more familiar; the computation is 


equally straightforward in terms of Killing vectors.) 


522 8. BREAKDOWN 


8.5. Nonlinear realizations 


Experience with spontaneously broken internal symmetries has shown that much 
useful insight can be gained by studying the general theory of nonlinear realizations. 
The methods that have been developed can be applied quite successfully to supersymme- 
try. 

One way to formulate a nonlinear realization of supersymmetry is to consider (non- 
linearly) constrained superfields; however, it is far from obvious how to choose such con- 
straints, and so we will return to this approach after we have studied nonlinear realiza- 


tions directly. 


The simplest nonlinear realization is the Volkov-Akulov model. It is found by con- 


sidering a covariantly transforming set of hypersurfaces in superspace. Let 

wa) = oF (8.5.1) 
define a hypersurface; it transforms as 

w'(z') = 0 (8.5.2) 


where we recall that 2’ = x2 — 5 (<0+), 0’ =60+.€. This implies 


wa’) =A@+e=w(r)+e=0 (8.5.3) 
and hence 
w'(2 — * [Ew(2) + €a(x)}) =w(x) +e (8.5.4) 
or 
Sw %(2) =e + (Hw? + PDO, ww | (8.5.5) 


This gives a nonlinear realization of the algebra carried by the spinor field w°(x); it is by 
no means unique, but other nonlinear realizations are related to it by field redefinitions. 
Note that dw° (or any other equivalent nonlinear realization) contains a constant term in 


its transformation law, and is therefore a suitable field for describing the Goldstino. 


To find an invariant action, we recall that the one-form (3.3.31) 


s°4(2,0,0) = de? + 5 (6°dd* + F%d0") (8.5.6) 
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is invariant under supersymmetry transformations. If we constrain this one-form to lie 


on the hypersurface w(x) = 0, we find 
s“*(z) = dr + 5 (wd io") do™ SiO heey (8.5.7) 


where we have defined an “inverse vierbein” v,,*. Since the one-form is invariant, the 
vierbein must transform covariantly, i.e., supersymmetry transformations of w must 
induce coordinate transformations of v,”. Now it is easy to write down an invariant 


action in terms of the determinant v = det(v,™): 
oy = jes d‘6 v' 6*(0 — w(x)) = jes Oy (8.5.8) 


We note that UV = cv 'd'(6 — w(x)) is a scalar superfield whose components are 
functions of w (c is an arbitrary dimensional constant that sets the scale of supersymme- 
try breaking; see below). We can also construct a chiral superfield ® = D?W out of w. 


Since [5*(0)]? = 0 these superfields satisfy the nonlinear constraints 


e=w=0 (8.5.9a) 
b= c ODS = "(D5)" (8.5.9b) 
Vac 'DWD'v = 56 'WD'D DW (8.5.9¢) 


etc. The solution to the constraints (8.5.9a,b) or (8.5.9a,c) is precisely ® or WV respec- 
tively. 


The expectation values <®>,<WU> of ®,W, that follow from < w* >=0 are 
typical of the expectation value of a multiplet with spontaneously broken supersymme- 
try (as in sec. 8.3): the auxiliary components (6? or 66” for ® and W respectively) get 
nonvanishing expectation values c, and all other components can be taken to have van- 
ishing expectation values. The fermion components at one @ —level lower than the auxil- 
iary fields, e.g., 7, = D,®| or 1, = D?D,WV|, have this constant term in their transforma- 
tions as 07, = cé, +---, confirming our identification of c as the supersymmetry break- 


ing scale. 


The vierbein v can be used to write down other invariant actions; any expression 


covariantized with v is supersymmetric. For example, we can couple w to a scalar field 
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A as follows: 
Syz=- xf a's v'(Vq@ Om A) (8.5.10a) 
where A transforms as 
A(x) = Ale!) = A(x — 5 (Ew +n) . (8.5.10b) 


We now discuss the prescription for describing spontaneously broken theories in 
terms of w. In a spontaneously broken theory, the Goldstino is one, or in general a 
unique linear combination, of the fermionic components of the ordinary superfields. We 
introduce “standard” variables by replacing the Goldstino with the Volkov-Akulov field 
w, and the superfields by new superfields whose components transform homogeneously as 
in (8.5.10b), and in particular, with no mixing of different 6-components. We begin by 
constructing a homogeneously transforming superfield YW out of w and an ordinary super- 


field V. Consider 


U(2,0,0) = Wa + 5 (@0+u9) 0 -w, 7-5) (8.5.11) 


where U(z,6,@) is any superfield. Under supersymmetry transformations W’(2’, 6’, 0’) 


= W'(r - 5 (<0+),0+6€,0 +€) =WV(z,6,0), we find for the transformation of U: 


W(a — = (fw +), 0,0) 


NI. 


=U(0- 5 (fw + GO —wI),0-w,F -a) 
= Wa — 5 (Eu! + eat — FO — uD) — SE (9 -w!) +e(F -B)] ,O-w/ +e, -F +2); 
(8.5.12a) 

using (8.5.4), we have 


¥ a 


W(a2 — = (fw + 0), 0,0) 


wl 


=W'(2,0,0) . (8.5.12b) 
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Thus we see that under supersymmetry transformations VY transforms homogeneously 
(different ?-components do not mix) but nonlinearly with respect to w; the x-coordinate 
undergoes a translation. Therefore, the whole supersymmetry group is realized on © by 
elements of the Poincaré group. This is a general feature of nonlinear realizations: Given 
a group G (here the supersymmetry group) and a linearly realized subgroup H (here the 
Poincaré group), the nonlinear realizations on suitably defined fields is performed by ele- 
ments of H. Consequently, we can impose any translationally invariant constraint on WV 
without breaking supersymmetry. For example, if we constrain it entirely by setting it 
equal to c0?0* (or c6? in the chiral case), we express all the components of V in terms of 


w and recover the previous result (8.5.9). 


We now consider a model with spontaneous breakdown of supersymmetry. We can 
describe the model in terms of standard components, i.e., components transforming as in 


(8.5.4,10b), as follows: 
(1) For each superfields UV we construct the associated VU. 


(2) We identify the fermionic component w of the appropriate linear combination of 
W’s that is the Goldstino, and is therefore a suitable candidate to be replaced by w, 
and constrain the corresponding component 7) in the corresponding linear combina- 
tion of W’s to zero. This gives us the combination of the components of the W’s 


that transforms as (8.5.4). 


(3) We express the remaining components of the W’s in terms of the remaining compo- 


nents of the W’s. 


This procedure is the analog of going to radial and angle variables for nonlinear sigma 
models: the remaining components of the W’s correspond to the radial variables, 


whereas w corresponds to the angle variable. 


As an example, we consider the O’Raiferteaigh model of sec. 8.3.a, with three chi- 
ral superfields ®,, i =0,1,2. Using (8.3.18), we find that the auxiliary field F’) of the 
multiplet ®) gets a nonvanishing expectation value F') = c. To describe the system in 
terms of standard components, we first define homogeneously transforming superfields ©; 
by introducing the Volkov-Akulov field w as an extra variable; then we restore the 
number of degrees of freedom by constraining 7) = 0 (the fermionic component of ®,) 


and eliminating w, (the fermionic component of ®,)) in favor of w. We can do this 
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because, examining ®), we find a) = Wy) — cw +---, where c= < Fy >. If spontaneous 
symmetry breaking did not occur (i.e., if c = 0), we could still define homogeneous com- 
ponents, but we could not remove the extra degree of freedom (the change of variables 
from wy to w would be singular). Having eliminated w, in favor of w (the standard angle 
variable, which transforms as (8.5.4)), we can proceed to express the remaining compo- 
nents of ®; in terms of w and the components of the homogeneous superfields ©; (the 


standard radial variables, which transform as (8.5.10b)). 
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8.6. SuperHiggs mechanism 


When supersymmetry breaks in a system coupled to supergravity, a superHiggs 
mechanism eliminates the Goldstino and gives mass to the gravitino (the Goldstino 
becomes its longitudinal component). To examine the superHiggs mechanism in detail, 
we study the locally supersymmetric analog of the constrained superfields of the previ- 


ous section (8.5.9). 


The basic ingredient of the superHiggs mechanism is the transformation law of the 
Goldstino, 67, = cé, +--: (see previous section); when the Goldstino is coupled to 


supergravity, the supersymmetry parameter € becomes local: 
Oy = Cé,(£) +--> (8.6.1) 


Consequently, the Goldstino can be completely gauged away; since the number of 
dynamical modes of the theory should not change, we expect the Goldstino to re-emerge 
somehow, and it does so by giving the gravitino a mass and becoming its longitudinal 
mode. To see this directly, we describe the Goldstino by a local constrained chiral field 
obeying the local superspace version of (8.5.9a-b). Thus we take ®?=0, 
6 =c '6(V* + R)® (here we consider only minimal (n = — ) supergravity). These 
constraints have a consistent solution in terms of a single fermi component field (the 
Goldstino). Because of the constraints on ®, any locally supersymmetric action (without 


explicit derivatives, see (5.5.15)) reduces to 
D ines = Ao / d‘x d’6 P(r + uP) + h.c. (8.6.2) 


The constrained superfield ® is a nonlinear function of the Goldstino; however, when we 
gauge the Goldstino away (go to U-gauge) it simplifies to become ® = — 6c (alterna- 
tively and equivalently, we can eliminate the Goldstino by a redefinition of the gravitino. 
In superspace, this corresponds to rescaling @ by (1+ Lo) %; however, it is simpler to 


choose U-gauge). The action (8.6.2) becomes, using (5.6.60,64) 


Shiggs = me? fate e'| A389 + 5 Poa O g)") + po + h.c.] (8.6.3) 


where S is the complex scalar auxiliary field of the supergravity multiplet; we also have 


the —3«|S|? term from the supergravity action (5.6.63). Eliminating S by its equation 
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of motion, we find a cosmological constant and gravitino “mass” terms: 


ee i d‘r NAS Dye Pp" + hic. + 3/A\? + w(e+ 2] (8.6.4) 
As discussed in sec. 5.7, gravitino “mass” terms when accompanied by a cosmological 


constant do not in general mean that the gravitino is massive. However, if 
u(e +2) = — 8|A/? (8.6.5) 


then the cosmological term cancels, and we can unambiguously identify the ww terms as 


mass terms. 


Since any spontaneously broken theory can be described in terms of standard vari- 
ables, and in particular, the Goldstino can be described in terms of ®, in any sponta- 
neously broken theory in which the cosmological constant vanishes the gravitino mass is 
ReX when the (superspace) kinetic term has the usual normalization —3«~7. It is found 
by setting all matter fields to their vacuum expectation values. More generally, when 
(8.6.5) is not satisfied, we can still find the apparent ~ mass ReX and the cosmological 
constant from the transformation of the Goldstino and by comparing to the superspace 


action (8.6.2). 
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8.7. Supergravity and symmetry breaking 


Supersymmetry breaking in a local context can be studied directly, using the 
component tools of section 5.6. We can determine conditions for supersymmetry break- 
ing and derive a mass formula analogous to (8.3.35). However, it is much more efficient 
to recast the problem as a global supersymmetry problem that can be studied using the 
techniques of secs. 8.3b-c and 8.4. We consider a general system of interacting scalar 
and vector multiplets coupled to N=1 supergravity. The matter multiplets are 


described by chiral and (real) gauge scalar superfields 6’, V*, respectively; the super- 


gravity multiplet is described by the real axial-vector superfield H™ and (for n = — ;) 


the chiral compensator ¢. However, H™ plays no direct role in the supersymmetry 
breaking mechanism or in the derivation of mass formulae. Therefore all the relevant 
information can be extracted from a global nonrenormalizable system described by ¢, ©", 
and V“*. 


We begin by reducing the coupled matter-supergravity system. The axial-vector 
real gauge superfield of supergravity H™ contains the graviton and gravitino physical 
degrees of freedom, as well as the axial vector auxiliary field A” (5.2.8). In the presence 
of the compensator @ the supergravity gauge group consists of the full superconformal 
group, and we have at our disposal all of the component gauge transformations of 
(5.2.10). Consequently, we can go to the Wess-Zumino gauge discussed after (5.2.10), 
and further, use the remaining superconformal transformations to remove the graviton 
trace, the gravitino y-trace, and the longitudinal part of the axial vector auxiliary field. 
In this gauge H™ contains only the traceless components of the graviton and the grav- 


itino, and the transverse part of A™; the spin zero complex auxiliary field S, the 7-trace 


of the (left-handed) gravitino (y-v); =v" 2, the trace of the vierbein, or equivalently, 


its determinant e = dete,” and '0,,A™ are contained in ¢ (these last two are the real 
and imaginary parts of the 6-independent component of ¢). Since only these quantities 
are relevant for studying spontaneous supersymmetry breaking (e.g., the spin zero 
bosons can get vacuum expectation values and the y-trace can mix with the matter 
fermions), we can ignore the H™ dependent terms in the Lagrangian and work entirely 
with ¢ and the matter superfields in a global setting. This simplifies the discussion 


enormously; however, because Jm@| replaces the divergence of A”, there are some sub- 


tleties associated with its contribution to the masses of the matter fields (see subsec. 
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8.7.a.4). We treat only n = — : supergravity; analogous methods can be used for other 
n, but since n = — . allows the most general coupling, it is the most interesting case. 


The supergravity multiplet itself (through @) affects the pattern of symmetry 
breaking. At first sight, this seems strange: In the usual Higgs mechanism, we do not 
expect the pattern of symmetry breaking to depend on the couplings to gauge fields (at 
the tree level!). However, an analogous situation arises in a nonsupersymmetric context, 


when scalar fields are coupled to gravity. We consider the action 
= jets /9|-3« ?r(g) — + 9Gij(A)Oy A'O, A? +rV,(A)+V.(A)] . (8.7.1) 


To find the vacuum expectation values of the scalar fields we cannot ignore the gravita- 
tional field. In general the Ricci scalar r will have a nonzero expectation value that 
affects the masses and scalar potential. However, we need not consider the full Einstein 
system; it is sufficient to look for solutions of the form 9, = os oe and to treat the sys- 
tem of scalar fields o, A; (subject to the condition o 4 0 at all points). (This is analo- 
gous to keeping @ and ignoring H™.) Two possible situations can arise: If <V,> #0 


we have a nonzero cosmological constant, 0 ' —1~ <V»> ba, and the vacuum values 
and the masses of A; are shifted from their flat space values. If < V, > = 0, the cosmo- 
logical constant vanishes and a consistent solution is o =constant. In this case the 
gravitational field does not modify flat space results. (This is not the case in supergrav- 
ity: Even if the cosmological constant vanishes, the supergravity auxiliary fields modify 


global results. ) 


Returning to the matter-supergravity system, we consider the action (5.5.32) 


co jets a) E'(¢, H) (= 3 op (utrv + G) 


K2 


1 
+ [5 (9+ 5 Qa Wor Wee) + hee], (8.7.2) 


where E' is the superdeterminant of the vielbein and R is the scalar curvature super- 
field (see e.g., (5.2.74-6)). The supergravity action is given by the first term in the 
expansion of the exponential. Here G(®’, &,) is an arbitrary gauge invariant function of 


chiral superfields, with ® defined by (8.3.26), g(®') is a chiral function, and W°4 is the 


ou 
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(supergravity covariant) Yang-Mills field strength. The function G has a natural inter- 


pretation as a Kahler potential with gauge transformations G — G + A(®‘) + A(@,) 


compensated by scalings of ¢: 6 > exp K°A(®)]¢. 


The ezxp|— sh vtrV) factor is the local form of the Fayet-Iliopoulos term (4.3.3). 
It is gauge invariant by virtue of a combined gauge transformation of V and superscale 
transformations of E~' (5.3.8-10). Its presence severely restricts the form of the g terms; 
they must be R-invariant (see (3.6.14) and (4.1.15)) so that the whole action is invariant 
under the superscale transformations of E~' (see below). In the x — 0 limit the action 
(8.7.2) becomes (8.3.25), with the identification G~IK, g~P. 

As discussed above, we can split off the terms independent of H™. Furthermore, 


according to the discussion following (5.5.28) the @ dependence of W,,,, can be factored 


out (W eo o3W ) so that the relevant part of (8.7.2) becomes 


oo jes d*6 [—phe— UV +O 


4 jes d0 [63g + 5 Qn WW? oe ee (8.7.3) 


We have set the gravitational constant sh = 1. We will restore it when necessary. 


Under the gauge transformation trV — tr[V + i(A — A)], G— G, (DzA =0), the 
action is invariant if we rescale ¢ > ¢e~'”"”*. Thus the local Fayet-Iliopoulos term acts 
as a conventional gauge term for ¢¢. If v 40, as noted above the form of g(®') is 


extremely restricted: ¢*g must be gauge invariant. 


We now analyze the global system (8.7.3) subject to the condition that the cosmo- 
logical constant vanishes. We can then choose Re < ¢>|=j=constant. With the 


identification 


—de urV ge G(®')) = 1K 
¢°g(®') =P (8.7.4) 


we have the action of (8.3.25) without a global Fayet-Iliopoulos term. We label compo- 


nents of ¢ as 
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g=HA, Didl=pnb. , Dol = pS (8.7.5) 
with expectation values 


SAS at Se (8.7.6) 


a. Mass matrices 

We begin by explicitly computing the mass matrices for the various fields in the 
system. This calculation is a little lengthy, so we will simplify it as much as possible 
without loss of generality. Thus, we rescale ¢ to remove g from the chiral part of the 
action: ¢°g — ¢°. We also redefine G: G—- G+ 5 in(gge"""). This makes @ inert 
under gauge transformations, and absorbs the Fayet-Iliopoulos term into G. In the case 
when < g > = 0 we cannot perform this rescaling. However, this case is not interesting, 
since then supersymmetry is not broken even in the presence of a Fayet-Iliopoulos term 


(if the cosmological constant vanishes). 


a.1l. Vacuum conditions 


The superfield equations (8.3.30) for the action (8.7.3) are: 


D?(¢e~°) — 3¢° = 0 (8.7.7a) 
dbe WG, + 36°C; + 7 Quan, WW, =0 (8.7.7b) 
— oe Fk! + 5 V°(QanWa®) — 5 V4 (On Wa") = 0 (8.7.7) 


where we have used (8.7.7a) to simplify (8.7.7b), and thrown away some terms that lead 
to higher order spinor and/or derivative interactions that do not enter below. We have 
written (8.7.7) in terms of Killing vectors by making the — substitutions 
(T,)',®! > —ik,', 6,(T,)'; — ik,;. The vacuum conditions (8.3.31) found by applying 


spinor derivatives to (8.7.7) become 


5 —Sie° = OFS 0:- 
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6su° = (Qan + Qap)d* a? , 

we-“G'(i kai) + (Qan + Qan)a? =0 , 

3pe°G yf! = Gey" fief? + Gi (i ky;)a* 


+ 9uG,e"(s — we?) + seis ae =O: (8.7.8) 


The assumption that the cosmological constant vanishes is equivalent to the condition 
that these equations have a solution for constant . We also have the gauge invariance 
conditions (8.3.c13) (these hold for general values of the fields, not just at the vacuum 


point): 


Gk. + Gk = 0 5 


a! Kei) pees “-F (Pele Cask F ER rege Oe =e 32 (8.7.9) 
To give the gravitational action the correct normalization (5.2.72), we identify 


Sone (8.7.10) 


a.2. Gravitino mass 


As discussed in sec. 8.6, we can find the spin ; mass by setting all matter fields to 
their vacuum expectation values, and comparing the coefficients of the / d‘x d‘6 dd and 


pax d?6 ¢° terms. From (8.7.3), the kinetic term has a coefficient —py?e~° = — 7H, 


and the chiral term has a coefficient ju? (the factors of 2 come from the definitions of the 


dynamical fields (8.7.5)); hence, using (8.6.2), we find that the spin . mass is 
m = 3pye° (8.7.11) 


We simplify our computation further by choosing normal coordinates G;’ = 6,’, G,/'" = 
GC 


dr 


(8.7.8) as 


_=0. Using (8.7.10,11), and normal coordinates, we rewrite the vacuum conditions 


3—m—G'f,=0 
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6m«*s — (Q4+ Q),,d*d® =0 


3in 7k, ,G' +(Q4+Q).3d® =0 


mG fi tikd* + mG,(3s—m) + 5 Qan sd a = a 


a.3. Wave equations 


(8.7.12) 


We now find the linearized wave equations (8.3.36) that follow from (8.7.7). As in 


sec. 8.3, we expand the fields in small fluctuations about their vacuum values. For the 


remainder of this subsection, all quantities G_~ and Q,,_. are evaluated at 6‘ = a' and 


®, = @,. We find it useful to introduce shifted variables 


ASA GA ya Sp =O al SSS SG » 


From (8.7.7a) we have 
S'— A"(s —m) — 2mA’ — 2mG'A; — (Gy fi + sG;)A' = 0 
iO," s — kyiGiM, — 2m’, — AMG,’ =0 . 
From (8.7.7b), we find 
Fi + m((24’ — AG? + (3G'G! + G%) A, + A‘] =0 
+ hia — FR Qan id Mg = 0 - 
From (8.7.7c), we find 
(Q oe Q) 5D” of Qan id” A’ a Oia aa? A; 


+ 3in [ky A! — by'A; + kyiGi(A’ + A)] = 0 


(8.7.13) 


(8.7.14a) 


(8.7.14b) 


(8.7.14c) 


(8.7.14d) 


(8.7.14e) 
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(Q+ Q)ani.2X 4 + 5 Qanal fg — EO VQ") 


mle 


+ 3« 7kyi(d,' + Gv',) =0 : (8.7.14f) 


We are left with the equations of the physical boson fields. These simplify greatly if we 
use (8.7.14a,c,e); we find 


Oa4’=0 (8.7.14g) 
DA, + {34-7(Q + Q) (hig: — Si’ Qac sd) (hg! + 5 IK’ Qag a”) 

+ tk.pid* — m2(G,G" +3G,G,G" + 3G,,G'Gi — GG*G,) 

+ m[(3s — m)6,? + 3(3s — 2m)G;G!]}A, 
{3K 7(Q +Q)*? (kai — 5 ik Qro id) (ha; a 5 ik’ Que. jd") 


1 A JB 
+ 6 Owed d~ — m(3G4.G"G; + 3G,G.G* + GinG”) 


+ m(3s —2m)(G, + 3G,G,;)}A’ = 0 (8.7.14h) 


(Q =F Qe ig ~~ 3K *(kaiky' a kash’) a 


+ 347k, GiX g* = 0 (8.7.14i) 
where X,; = 0,,JmA — ImG;V,,A’ = 0,,1mA' + (Gjkg’ — Glkg;)A”,¢- Here V4 is 


the Yang-Mills covariant derivative. 


a.4. Bose masses 


We now discuss these results. From (8.7.14g) we see that the complex scalar A’ is 
massless. For the real part, this is no surprise: ReA’ is the trace of the graviton, which 
is massless because the cosmological term was assumed to vanish. However, the imagi- 
nary part requires some care. The pseudoscalar Im A = p is not recognizable as one of 


the fields of the supergravity multiplet; it stands for [7'0-A where A,. is the 
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divergence of the axial vector auxiliary field. Thus the equation 
Olm A‘ = OIm A — Om G;,A' = 0 should be replaced by 


Avg — ImMGiV,,A' = 0 (8.7.15) 


For many purposes, it makes little difference whether we use JmA or replace it with 
[1-'d- A. By dimensional analysis and Lorentz invariance, A,, can enter the wave 


equation of the scalar fields A, only through its divergence: 
DA; + cG,O%A,,+---=0 . (8.7.16) 
Substituting in (8.7.15), we find 
D(A; + cG;ImG, A!) +---=0 . (8.7.17) 


When we have A instead of A,., we get the same result, since instead of (8.7.16) we 


ad? 


have 
O4,+cG,OlmA+---=0 , (8.7.18) 


and using the A wave equation, we reobtain (8.7.17). 


However, if gauge invariance is broken the gauge field wave equation can get a spu- 
rious contribution from JmA that is not present when 11~'d- A is used instead. Indeed, 
substituting (8.7.15) into the first form of X, (with 0,,JmA replaced by A,.) gives a 
zero contribution to the spin 1 mass. When gauge invariance is unbroken, we get no 
contribution from the form with A as well: 0,,JmA' does not affect the spin 1 mass, 
and the vacuum expectation value of k,’ is zero. However, if gauge invariance is broken, 
the expectation value of k,’ is not zero (equivalently, 0,.(G;A') 4 G;V,,4') and X 


gives a spurious contribution that must be removed by hand. 


a.5. Fermi masses 


The component 7’ corresponds to the y-trace of the gravitino; we define the Gold- 
stino as that combination of matter fields that couples to w’ (it makes no essential differ- 
ence whether we use w or w’, since we are always free to add terms to the gravitino). 


Thus we define 


nt = Gye + =o Chg M (8.7.19) 
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We also define “transverse” fields that are orthogonal to 7: 


MP =A 4 = dAy (8.7.20) 


(These satisfy Gab’? + _ G'k,;\*" = 0.) In terms of these, the spinor wave equations 


become: 


100%" s — 2m, +N) = 0 (8.7.21a) 
100°: + 2m(" +14) = 0 (8.7.21b) 
Vardar + m(Gy + GiG)vo7 
+ (kai — kaj GlG; - FH Qan id® M7 = 0 (8.7.21c) 
IV AXP aT + [66 7(Q + QV (aj — GH’ Qre jd) — 24 da 


= [m(Q+ Q)Qex Gi + oa hy GM 7 =O. (8.7.214) 


Care must be taken to ensure that the mass operator on w! ,X" is restricted to the 


“transverse” subspace, i.e., preserves the orthogonality to 1. 


Observe that since the trace of the gravitino is a negative norm state, i.e., a ghost, 
its kinetic term has a minus sign relative to physical spinors (the same is true for the 
trace of the graviton; the whole ¢ multiplet has negative norm, as can be seen from the 
action (8.7.3)). Consequently, though the mass matrix in the w-7 system (which is 
decoupled from the other spinors) does not vanish, both eigenvalues are zero (the mass 
matrix is not hermitian). Actually, we did not have to explicitly find the wave equation 
to arrive at this result: The condition that the Goldstino can be gauged away (that we 
can go to a U-gauge) implies that both the Goldstino 7 and the y-trace of the gravitino 


w' must have zero mass in the gauge that we use. 
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a.6. Supertrace 


Having found the wave equations (8.7.14g-i,a8), and understood their significance, 
we can evaluate the supertrace. The spin 0 contribution is (recall that we are still in 


normal coordinates): 


— Dik td* — 36-2(Q + Q)-™? (byj — SK 7 Qac id) (kp! + tin? Oop *d®) 
3 y 3 


+ m(3s — m)N + 3(3s — 2m)(m— s)| (8.7.22a) 


where N = 6,’ is the number of chiral multiplets. The combined contribution of the spin 


O and spin fields is: 
> 2[9% 7(Q aa Oy highs er (Q a Q) Pd eae ie Oss.) 


+ tka" d* + Gif, fi — (N +1)m? + (N — 1)3ms 


tr(——~ Q; Qi | 2s (8.7.22b) 


q40 Eo 


The spin 1 contribution, omitting the X,, term is given by the expression 
3-36 7(Q + Q)*?(kaiky’ + kyik,') and cancels the first term of (8.7.22b). (The nor- 


malization comes from the 3 states of a spin 1 particle and from the form (8.3.37) of the 
spin 1 wave equation.) Finally, the spin contribution is just —4m”. Thus we get 


(using the gauge-invariance relations (8.7.9) to simplify some expressions) 


str M? = — 2[ik,"d* + Gy"Fifl — (N —1(m? — 5 8°(Q+Qada") 


ae eee ee ene OF f') , (8.7.23) 


Q+Q one "Eee 


in normal coordinates, or, in general, using coordinate invariance, we have 


str M? = — Qlik, j*d* + Reif jf — (N —1)(m* - 5H(Q +Q),,d*d®) 


O')k,d* + tr(——Q, OFF] . (8.7.24) 
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We remind the reader that here 


3/2 
str M =) 0(-1)4 (QI +1)M; . (8.7.25) 
J=0 


b. Superfield computation of the supertrace 


If our only interest is the supertrace formula (8.7.71), we can obtain it with far 
less work using the technique developed in sec. 8.4.b. (Of course, in general we are 


interested in the mass matrices themselves, and not just the supertrace). We start with 
In det(IK 7) = —(N +1)G + Indet(G,’) + N In(—d¢e”"" 6) (8.7.26) 


where differentiation is with respect to o = ge ”"” and not ¢. 


Before adding contributions from the gravitino mass and correcting for the axial 


vector auxiliary field (see below), the supertrace read from (8.4.9) is 


str M? = — 2|ik,;“d* —(N+1)vird+R,'f,f* 


—(N+1)(G/f,f' +i G'k,:d*) 


Dies ily Ai a eee. el | 
+ tr(Q, 0102 oa ois itr(Q oaghall ; (8.7.27) 

where we use (4.1.29,30): 
R,' = [Indet(G,’)|,’_ , T’ = [Indet(G,’)]' . (8.7.28) 


The expression (8.7.27) has not made use of the vacuum conditions (8.7.8) or 
(8.7.12), and does not include either the spin . contribution or the axial vector auxiliary 
field correction to the spin 1 mass matrix discussed in subsec. 8.7.a.4. As we saw in the 
previous section, the spin ; contribution must be included separately, since the y-trace 


of the gravitino cannot contribute directly: the condition for the superHiggs mechanism 
to occur and for the gravitino to absorb the Goldstino in U-gauge requires the Gold- 
stino-gravitino y-trace system to be massless. The spin 1 correction, though somewhat 
subtle, can also be found without extensive computation. As described in sec. 8.7.a.4, 
we simply subtract « °(Q + Q)~?k,;G'(ky jG! — ky’G;) =—27(Q + Q)and*d” (see 
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discussion following (8.7.22b) for an explanation of the factors). 

One further point deserves comment: When we rescaled ¢ to remove the potential 
g (see the beginning of sec. 8.7.a), we lost sight of the contribution of the Fayet-Iliopou- 
los term. When we make the shift G— G + 5 in(gge"""), the vtrd term in equation 


(8.7.27) is absorbed into the iG'k,;d* term as a consequence of R-invariance of g; it is 
most straightforward to work in the coordinate system where the Killing vectors take the 


form of usual gauge transformations: 
3vgir(T,) — 7 (T,)fa;=0 (8.7.29) 
and hence 


vir(T,) — = [In(gge")I' (P.)a, = 0 (8.7.30) 


Using the vacuum equations, we can substitute into the supertrace (8.7.27). 


Including the gravitino and the spin 1 correction term, we recover (8.7.24). 


c. Examples 


We can use the supertrace formulae to study many cases of interest. In particu- 
lar, in extended supergravity theories we encounter “nonminimal” G and Q terms. For 


example, in N = 4 supergravity, which contains one physical chiral multiplet, three vec- 


tor multiplets, three (5 , 1) multiplets and the supergravity multiplet, 
G~ —-m1-66) , Qn. (8.7.31) 


We cannot treat the actual N = 4 theory since a description of the interacting (5,1) 
multiplet is not available, but (8.7.31) suggests looking at a system with one scalar mul- 


tiplet and n vector multiplets V*, coupled to N = 1 supergravity, with G as above and 


1-6 


= ——o : 8.7.32 
Fh (8.7.32) 


Os 
We find, with 


Gq G = —___ (8.7.33) 
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the supertrace 
So(-1)" (27 +1)M)? = —2(n+2)G"ff = —2(n+2)m’ . (8.7.34) 


Note that the Q and R_ terms’ in (8.7.17) combine _ because 
(Q+Q) = —4(G")"'[(14+ 6)(1+)]-*. Unless a scalar potential g(®) is introduced, 
no supersymmetry breaking will occur. However, it is possible to add such a term in 
N = 1 supergravity, and there exist mechanisms to generate terms that act like a poten- 


tial even in N = 4 supergravity. 


For N > 4 the analogs of G and Q are expressed in terms of an overcomplete set of 
fields. We may expect however that Q and G are related such _ that 
det(G,’) ~ det(Q + Q)h(®')h(®;) where h(') is a holomorphic function. In that case 


we may also expect a simple result for the supertrace. 


We can also construct models with a Fayet-Iliopoulos term and vanishing cosmo- 


logical constant. For example, consider 


2 
G=8e"G + > ine" ®) + Ty + FM[(B + YB +N] (8.7.35) 


where ® and y are chiral fields, ® transforming under the gauge transformation while y 
is inert, and (@ is chosen so as to make the cosmological constant vanish (the potential 
and the Fayet-Iliopoulos term are included in G as the a-term). We find a solution to 
(8.7.8) with d # 0 for some finite range of a (as can be verified by a perturbation expan- 


sion about a = 0). 
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